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The
COMMUNIST
PARTY
Vanguard Fighter for Peace,
Democracy, Security, Socialism

If you want to know about Communism---ask a

Communist! In his summation speech to the
Jury in the second thought-control Smith Act
trial at Foley Square, New York, a national
leader of the Communist Party and the Negro
people, acting as his own counsel, brilliantly
presents the basic theory and practice of his
Party and its vanguard role in the fight for
peace,

democracy,

security,

and

Socialism.
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To the Reader
This pamphlet contains the complete text of the summation
speech to the Jury, on January 12-13, of Pettis Perry, acting as his
own counsel, at the conclusion of the Second Foley Square Smith
Act frame-up trial, before Judge Edward J. Dimock.
This>trial of thirteen Communist leaders, which opened on
March 31; 1952, ended with the "guilty" verdict demanded by
the Government prosecutors, and the imposition of sentences
ranging from a year and day to three years, and fines ranging from
$2,000 to $6,000.
The statements of the thirteen Communist leaders, just before
hearing sentence, are printed in a separate booklet, entitled
Thirteen Communists Speak to the Court, also published by
New Century Publishers.
A section of Mr. Perry's summation speech, dealing with the
Communist Party's position on the Negro question, has been issued
in popular pamphlet form, under the title The Party of Negro
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THE COMMUNIST PARTY
Summation Speech to the Jury

By PETTIS PERRY

WHAT THIS CASE IS ABOUT
Your Honor, gentlemen of the prosecution, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury.
I feel somewhat like the man who had worked for a long time
on a lecture: he went to his meeting that night and said to the audience, "I have worked on this lecture but I find it difficult to decide
what to talk about." At that moment, someone arose in the audience and said, "Talk about a minute."
Of course, you know, after going through such a long trial, that
would be impossible. However, there is one consolation and that is
you can say, as did the monkey when its tail was cut off: "It won't be
long now."
Ladies and Gentlemen, we are living in a momentous time. Every
day sees our old assumptions crumbling beneath our feet. The
world which many of you took for granted, is no longer possible
to take for granted.
These times are momentous for many reasons, but primarily because they pose to the peoples of the world a great and historic decision-whether they shall choose the path of war or peace. This decision, which confronts people everywhere, is particularly sharp here
at home because our country-your country and my country-is being pushed into a horrible destructive war against the will of our
people by the monopolies and the trusts, by the men of wealth and
power who own and rule our country.
Yes, these are momentous times and this issue imposes upon all
men enonnous responsibilities.
You will say: that may be so, but what has this trial to do' with
the question of war and peace, important as that question is. But,
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Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, this trial is a product of the
war drive.
Why do I say this? Why do I say that the books which have been
read to you, and the outlines which have been introduced into evidence, and the oral testimony, deal only with the form and not
with the inner essence of this trial? If this trial were to conform
to realities, the indictment would read something like this:

((The defendants and other members of the Communist
Party have~ since the Party was formed~ engaged in the practice of protesting and resisting conditions~ policies~ laws~
which are designed to oppress the working class and the
Negro people. In the course of this willful resistance to
oppression and exploitation they have fought for better
"Working conditions and living conditions for the American
people; they have-in Massachusetts and Alabama~ in Kentucky and California~ in Illinois and New York-stirred up
vast movements of protest against attempts by the Government to imprison and persecute innocent people; they have
fought for personal liberty~ especially the liberties protected
by the Bill of Rights~ in these times of great pressure for
conformity and suppression of dissent. Most important~ they
have resisted what they term unjust imperialist wars on the
ground that these wars would impose upon the people horrible suffering and deprivation and retard the progress of
mankind"
UFor their past activities alone they deserve therefore to
to be indicted and prosecuted. But we indict them at this
time because we~ the special interests of this country, dedicated to the preservation and expansion of a repressive imperialism, are engaged in a vast campaign of conquest. The
peoples of the world are awakening in a new revolutionary
dawn from long periods of oppression. A II over the world
vast new forces are stirring. We, the monopolists~ the trusts~
the rulers of this country~ must with sword and flame, put
an end to this threat to our domination.
u However", would run the true indictment in this case,
"we cannot destroy the democratic traditions of this country,
the peaceful aspirations of our people overnight. We can6

not immediately commit our country to this bold new plan
of conquest. In order to conquer the world} we must assure
complete conformity and acceptance of this program of death
and conquest at home. To do this requires the suppression
of all opposition to this fiery program.
UThe defendants whom we now indict are most active
in this opposition to such a war of conquest. It is true they
are not alone} but we must eliminate them. We must put
them behind bars} and we must smash the Communist Party}
in order to gag and silence the uncompromising voice of
opposition to the program and the destiny which we propose
for this country."
Of course, I have not phrased this indictment in legal language
since I am not a lawyer. But this and this alone is what this case
is about. These are the true charges. The books which have been
read to you, the outlines, the testimony and all the rest, are
shadowy pretexts to obscure this reality.

I. THE COMMUNIST PARTY
The Communist Party has been in existence for over 3~ years.
During that entire period of time it has based itself on the same
Marxist-Leninist science, and studied from the same Marxist-Leninist
classics. Why is it that the Government saw fit to bring this action
against Party leaders and members only belatedly, during these
years of frightful decision? The Smith Act has been on the books
for almost thirteen years now. If the defendants in this case
had been such dangerous people as are now portrayed to you, why
did the Government wait so long to act?
Let us take a real crime-you pick it-counterfeiting, using
the mails to defraud, or what you will. If an individual had com..
mitted a crime like this after a law was passed forbidding it, would
the Government wait more than ten years to prosecute it? Of course
not. And if the Government did wait that long, you would have
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every right to conclude that the Government really wasn't interested in prosecuting the crime.
Did the Government wait until 1951 to bring indictments
against these defendants because it did not know who they were,
.and what they had taught all through the years of their Communist
activity? No, they knew who these defendants were, what they
taught all through the years of their Communist activity. The
Government waited until a time when it became politically necessary to eliminate all obstacles to an ever-expanding war drive.
Of course, you know, I know, and I am sure the Government
knows, that by indicting me and my co-defendants and trying to
put us behind bars, the ,Government seeks to solve the problem
of eliminating political opposition on this crucial issue. The purpose and effect of such prosecutions is to create fear, to intimidate
people that they will not express themselves. Its purpose is to make
every individual who stands in the way of this ruthless war drive
by Wall Street fearful of resistance, afraid to express opposition,
convinced that if he does, he will be next. Its purpose, in brief,
is to flash on the minds of the American people the image and the
symbol of Foley Square as their fate for speaking out against war
and against the warlike policies of the Administration.
And for the hundreds of thousands and millions who will not
be intimidated by the Foley Squares, there is presented the threat
of concentration camps, for these trials take too long, they are
too inefficient to eliminate all of those who must be eliminated as
impediments to the war drive.
But, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, we also know that
repression cannot silence the people for long. The people want
peace; they want security; they want equality and freedom-and
difficult as the road might be, they will speak and fight for it.
We have not yet reached the point where the Administration
could sim pI y seize us in the midst of our activities on behalf of
peace and put us in jail. That would be too crude. It did not dare
confess to the people of this country and of the world that it could
not afford to permit our activities to threaten the success of the
war drive; it could not affard to allow us to engage in activities
exposing the war drive as a Wall Street plot to involve our country
and the entire world in a fearful atomic holocaust. It did the next
best thing, which was designed to conceal the purpose of the
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attack upon us. It arrested us on a trumped-up charge, totally
unrelated to the real reason for its attack on us, and tried us
on trumped-up evidence which really has nothing to do with why
the Government would like to have us jailed.

The Charge and the "Evidence"
I want to talk now about this charge and this evidence, but
I urge you, as mature and responsible men and women, to recognize
that we are dealing merely with the form and not with the substance of this trial.
In order to accomplish this deception, the prosecution has
been forced, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, to picture me
and my co-defendants in this court as a set of criminals on trial
for a crime. And what is this "crime" we are charged with? We are
charged with "conspiring to teach and advocate the overthrow
of the United States Government by force and violence." We are
charged, ladies and gentlemen, not with any act, but with speech.
And we are not charged with actually speaking, but only with
agreeing to speak at some time in the future.
What has the Government brought before you to support even
this thin charge? Has it produced one shred of evidence that we
collectively, or anyone of the defendants individually, have in
all the long years of our political activity been guilty of a single
word or act against the interests of the American people, against
the best interests of our nation? Has there been even one word
of evidence that we have sought to subvert or in any way to
undermine the Constitution and the Bill of Rights, so dearly
achieved by our people? And, indeed, in the long months of government testimony, has there been even one single item of credible
evidence that either I or my co-defendants ever, by word of mouth
or in writing, taught or advocated the violent overthrow of the
Government of the United States?
Ponder on the books, the outlines, the oral testimony. Search
your recollections carefully. Has there been produced anything that
I or my co-defendants taught or advocated that the Government of
the United States should b.e overthrown by force-now or at any
time in the future? You will find no such evidence.
If the prosecution had a case, it would present evidence that I,
9

Pettis Perry, taught and advocated the violent overthrow of the
Government of the United States. Or, that I agreed with others
to do so. I challenge you to find a word of evidence in this record
in support of either of these propositions. Is it not strange that the
prosecution cannot produce one word of such evidence for the
entire six years that this so-called conspiracy was supposed t0' be
in effect? No, it is not strange. Why? Because it cannot be produced.
I t is not there to be produced. And all the manufactured, illrehearsed, contradictory, fantastic cloak-and-dagger tales by boughtand-paid-for informers paraded before you-all this concocted evidence brought in by the Government can be summed up in the
one word-BANKRUPTCYI For who but the bankrupt of evidence
would base their case on a string of recitals about some third person,
remote in time and space, who is alleged to have said this, or said
that, which in turn is supposed to be the proof that we, the defendants on trial here, are guilty as charged?
Why was the prosecution forced to rely on testimony concerning
individuals who are not defendants in this case? And why, when
the testimony dealt with the defendants, did it go back in time
as much as 20 years? Why, for example, when the Government
finally took notice of me, did it introduce testimony from the witne~s Rosser dealing with what he claimed I said in 1934? Surely,
within the six years covered by the indictment, the Government
with its competent FBI apparatus and personnel, so costly to the
American people, could have produced evidence implicating the
defendants-or at least some of them-in this supposed plot. Is it
not logical to assume that if there had been such evidence, you
would have had it presented to you? And why was there no evidence presented here to follow up the alleged conspiracy which
was supposed to have been hatched in 1945? Because there was
nothing to follow up. There was no conspiracy!
And did you ever think why it is that the prosecution relies so
heavily on testimony dealing with others-George Siskind, Ralph
Shaw, Ben Simonowsky, Mrs. Wallach and others who were not
defendants? Is it because the defendants themselves did not teach
in schools; did not speak at meetings or attend clubs? Of course
not. And why, in dealing with the defendants, is the testimony
so stale and remote in time? Isn't it a fact that it is easier for the
Government to get away with the fabricated character of such old
10

and distant testimony, with testimony about people not on trial
here? For, is it not more difficult to establish the truth of the
long ago, or about someone else? The greatest abundance of the
testimony which the Government used against us is about a man
who, in fact, is no longer in this country.

Stool-Pigeon and Informer Witnesses
I have, in the course of my life, read about and sometimes
actually witnessed ordinary criminal trials. In such trials, when
the leading witness is exposed as an informer or a stool..pigeon who
testifies for money or vengeance, the case is almost automatically
dismissed; for so strong are our traditions against such a practice
that a jury would give short shrift to a case leaning on such testimony.
In the same way, in an ordinary criminal case, especially where
a man's liberty is at stake, a prosecution cannot get very far when
the evidence directly contradicts what it is trying to prove. But
in sitting here in the courtroom, I have learned that in political
trials such as this, the prosecution is forced to make new rules.
For instance, the prosecution is forced to pretend that stoolpigeons or informers are really people of honor and. worthy of
credence. But this is the strategy of the built-in justification for
all contradictory evidence.
Let me tell you what I mean. We have introduced evidence that
the Constitution of the Communist Party, formally and deliberately
adopted at our 1945 convention, rejects violence as a means of
achieving social change. In an ordinary case such evidence would
be enough to require an acquittal. In this case however, the prosecution strategy produces the strange testimony that this evidence,
which is so difficult to explain, is really proof of our guilt, for the
words in the Constitution are now claimed to be "Aesopian". In
other words, the claim is that we deliberately put these words into
the Constitution in order to conceal our guilt. For some reason,
which only the Government can explain, the term "dictatorship of
the proletariat" means what it says, but die provisions of the
Constitution cannot be taken at face value but conceal their
opposite.
In the same way, this strategy has been applied to the fact
that the Communist Party seeks to protect its members from econo11

mic reprisal and attack by shielding the identity of those whose
jobs would be endangered. Under the Government's strategy, this
fact in turn becomes proof of some sort of sinister ulterior purpose
to engage in furtive conduct.
But this must be a rational proceeding. Words should mean
something; our deeds should mean something. And they cannot
be converted into their opposite by the pronouncement of some
irrational hocus pocus. Only an arrogant prosecution could rely
upon the shameless testimony and invented theories of the professional perjurer Budenz, and seriously urge this jury alternately to
believe that words mean what they say and mean their opposite,
as it suits the prosecution's convenience.

Distortion of Classics of Marxism-Leninism
With colossal demagogy, the prosecution brought before you
world-renowned classics of Marxism-Leninism. These were published in all four corners of the earth, in countless languages.
For a century they have been studied and discussed, not only in
lvorking class but in capitalistic institutions of learning. And now
the Government treats these scholarly works as some sinister tools
of cellar conspirators! The prosecution would have you believe
that, as in a police court trial, these famous contributions to world
culture are blunt instruments to be examined for fingerprints and
produced in court only by dint of the daring and enterprise of
some agent or stool-pigeon when all the world knows that they
are available in every library of the land.
And so flimsy was the prosecution's case that it resorted, further,
to the shoddy device of tearing passages out of context, and otherwise distorting their meaning. It read a passage there and a sentenc
here without regard to time, place, or historical situation. And yet,
any serious student of history or social questions is bound to recognize the fact that changing policies and changing tactics are
made necessary by changing events and conditions. Thus, if we
honor the patriotic act of the "Boston Tea Party" for that dramatic
protest against "taxalion without representation," does this mean
that thereby we advocate today the dumping of loads of tea into
the ocean? Yet, this is the type of conclusion you are asked to
reach with regard to the excerpts from books the Government
brought into evidence.
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A Political-Not a Criminal-Trial
Why is the Government compelled to resort to such antics?
Because it does not dare to admit frankly that this trial is a
political, not a criminal, trial. As I told you at the start, we are
not here because we have by any word or deed committed a crime.
We are here because we hold certain views and beliefs that are not
to the liking of the Sixty Families who own and control the
country's material wealth and political power.
\Ve are here because in these times of mounting war incitement,
our Party has consistently sought to promote the cause of peace
and the friendship of nations. We have opposed the organized
war plottings of the men of Wall Street who wax rich on mass
destruction.
We are here because our Party has done all in its power to alert
the people to the peril of fascism coming from these ~onopolists
who can ' count on their continued rule only -b y blotting -out the
hard-won freedoms and democratic rights of the people.
We are here because our Party has always stood in the forefront
of struggle for the economic betterment of the working people,
the farming masses and all who toil for a living; because it has
always fought for a united, strong, militant, trade union movement
against the open-shoppers, the Taft-Hartleyites, the company and
Government union-busters of every mold and variety.
We are here because our Party has proved itself a valiant
ch~pion of the great cause of Negro freedom; because we have
resolutely fought for economic, political and social equality for the
Negro people; because we have worked to unite both Negro and
white in the struggle to abolish the whole shameful racist system
of lynch-law and Jim Crow oppression.
We are here because our Party is the Party of socialism, believing in the necessary and inevitable rise of a Socialist America in
which our resourceful, beautiful and glorious country will truly
belong to the people who inhabit and labor in it.

ll. THE PARTY'S IMMEDIATE AIMS
THE ENTIRE trial is based on a pretext, it is hardly
SINCE
surprising that the prosecution's witnesses and its evidence
are so transparently incredible.
Just as it was impossible for the Government bluntly to prosecute us for opposing its war drive, so it was difficult-if not impossible-to prosecute us for teaching and advocating MarxismLeninism, a world philosophy now over a hundred years old. To
conceal its attack on free speech and free thought, the prosecution
improvised a new trick-it went to great lengths to picture our
Party as something alien to American life, alie~ to the interests
of our working .class, our people and our counrty. It sought to
smear us as a group of conspirators working in the dark plotting
again,~t the welfare of our nation. It described us as agents operating
wi th SInister designs for a foreign power and acting on orders from
the outside. In the same way, the prosecution tried to misrepresent
our policy of industrial concentration as preparation for "sabotage"
and "subversion." The prosecution has, further, tried to make it
appear that our Party's day-to-day activities to promote the interests
of the working class, the Negro people, the farmers, and all the '
toiling people are aimed, not to improve their conditions, but to
"stir up trouble," to "bring about chaos," in order to further our
alleged "conspiracy."
The evidence which is in the record clearly, and without the
shadow of a doubt, repudiates the Government's charge that we
devoted ourselves to improving the conditions of the people for
ulterior and sinister purposes. The record establishes that our
Party, and the defendants here before you, are dedicated in every
way toward advancing the economic and social progress of the
American people. And this activity is not casual or accidental,
but is imbedded in the theory and practice of Marxism-Leninism
to which we adhere. The principles of this scientific theory of
society have always affirmed, and do affirm today, that socialism
is not something that will come into being suddenly. Socialism is
the outcome of a long and continuous struggle for the day-to-day
economic and political interests of the people.
~1arxism-Leninism has always combatted such theories as "working for chaos" and "the worse the better."
.

Who more than our Party, in the 33 years since its founding,
has so devotedly fought for bettering the economic conditions of
the people? In the early '30's, when our country was in the grip
of the worst economic crisis in its history, when hunger stalked
the land, when Hoovervilles, bread-lines and apple vendors symbolized our way of life, no one came forward with so comprehensive
a program of action truly designed to ameliorate the mass suffering
as did our Party.
Our Party organized the people to fight for relief, for public
works, against evictions and foreclosures-to keep families from
being- broken up. Our Party projected the principle that government has the obligation to prvoide unemployment and social insurance for the jobless and the aged. That gain was achieved in
our country through mass struggle in which the Communists,
among them a number of the present defendants, played an active
and leading role.
Who, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, who, I ask, can with
even a grain of sincerity, bring into question the earnestness of
our Party's efforts in behalf of the day-to-day needs of the common
people? Had we s<?ught to promote chaos or gone along with the
notion of "the worse the better," as the Government wants you to
believe, would we have pursued such a program of activities?
It surely was not the Communists who brought about the chaos,
the crisis, the mass unemployment and misery which spread over
the land in those years. It was the system of capitalism, built on
profit for the few and inhumanity to the many, at whose door the
guilt for that mass misery must be laid.

Organization of the Unorganized
Further, at a time when the open-shoppers of the trustified
industries tried, by company spies and stool-pigeons, by court injunctions, by police and troops, to prevent the organization of the
millions of workers in the mass production industries, it was our
Party again that pioneered in the organization of the unorganized.
It is a matter of record that our Party pioneered for and eventually
helped to realize the building of mass-scale industrial trade unions
among the most exploited and underpaid in such industries as
steel, au to, rubber, maritime, packing house, textile and electrical.

That activity was led by the present Chairman of our Party. William Z. Foster, recognified throughout the country as an outstanding, fearless builder of the trade unions.
Is there anything in this activity which can be construed as harmful to the interests of our people? The right to organize is acknowledged today as a most cherished democratic gain by the
workers-a gain which has also benefited the farming masses, the
small business men, the -professionals, and other social groups. We
Communists are proud of the contribution we made to secure this
gain and to strengthen and expand the rights of American laQor.
Only the twisted logic of the prosecution witnesses could misrepresent our efforts to build and strengthen the unions, to improve
working conditions in the trustified plants, as plots to "sabotage"
and "paralyze" production. The only ones who sabotage and
paralyze production are the monopolies: It is they who maintain
a stranglehold on the processes of production and distribution. It
is ·they who expand or hold back production at will, as their lust
for profit dictates.

Champion of Negro Liberation
And who but the Communist Party has so consistently championed the cause of Negro equality and Negro liberation? The
Communist Party has either directly initiated or supported struggles
for the economic, political and social advance of the Negro people.
Such struggles included the fight for Negro workers to belong to
unions on the basis of equality, and to receive the same rate of
pay and same working conditions as white workers; for the right
of Negro women to work in industry and in the professions without
discrimination; for the enactment of a Federal FEPC; for alleviating the miserable peonage conditions of Negro sharecroppers and
tenant farmers; for ending the indescribable slum conditions and
exorbitant rents in Negro communities; for ending segregation in
housing, schools, public places, and conveyances; for ending discriminatory practices in education and the professions; for outlawing the Ku Klux Klan; for an end to lynchings and police
brutality; for the abolition of the poll tax and other barriers to
full and equal citizenship, as well as for Negro representation in all
elected and appointed government bodies; and for the enforcement
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of the 13th, 14th and 15th Amendments to the Constitution.
Shall this record of unceasing activity also be set down as working for "chaos," for "the worse the better"? Are we to assume that
the conditions of the Negro people in the United States represent
an "American way of life" as it should be? And by the same falselogic, is our Party's opposition to the shameful oppression of
the fifteen million Negro Americans alien to the "American way
of life" as it should be? This is what you are asked to believe by
the contentions of the prosecution. But unfortunately, ' this is.
not the contention of the Negro people, whose rising resentment
and growing militant struggles strike fear into the breasts of the
Bour bon-Wall Street oppressors.

Forefront Role in Struggle Against Fascism
In the sphere of struggle against fascism, our Party has through
the years occupied a leading place. History will always record theforefront role of the Communists in exposing and combatting the
menace of fascism from ,vithin and without. Very early, we warned
against the peril of fascism arising from the most reactionary circles.
of finance capital. We warned against the delusion that "it can't
happen here." And we proceeded with all our strength to help
bring into being _a broad democratic front of the people to safeguard democracy. In the face of increasing collusion with Hitlerfascism, we warned and sought to rouse public opinion against
the policy of "appeasement" and Munichism. We urged aid to.
the democratic Republic of Spain, against Franco's fascist rebellion,.
which was organized, aided and directed by German-Italian fascism,
and helped by the treacherous "non-intervention" policies of theWestern "democracies." vVe waged a struggle on behalf ·of collectivesecurity against Nazi aggression which, had it been built up and.
maintained, could have avoided the Second World War. We threw
our resources and energies behind the war effort to smash thefascist Axis. In industry, in the community, and on the battlefield,
our members and adherents worked and fought with patriotic zeal.
Thousands died and were wounded in the line of duty, and many
received awards of merit for heroism on the field of battle, and for
outstanding services. Among them is one of the defendants hereon trial-George Charney.
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Consistent with our entire record against fascism, throughout
the period covered by the indictment, as indeed up to the present
day, we have alerted the people against the danger of reconstructing
fascist-militarist strength in Germany and Japan as part of Wall
Street's preparation to launch a new world war.
On the hotne front, where the war plotters are feverishly working
to secure the rear, that is, to resort to fascist rule, we work to rouse
the people to this imminent danger and to mobilize them against
it.
All that entire activity of our Party can be summed up as the
struggle to prevent the rule of chaos and violence, whether in the
form of war or a fascist dictatorship at home.
When, therefore, the prosecution alleges against us motives of
chaos and violence, we must answer, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Jury, that such allegations serve only to conceal the real promoters and plotters of chaos, of force and violence against the
people-the men of Wall Street and their henchmen in high office.
It is they who, before our very eyes, are whittling down the Bill
of Rights and flagrantly violating the Constitution. It is they who
are responsible for the wave of repressive legislation, for the
loyalty oaths, for the witchhunts, for the regimentation of body and
mind. It is they who, with the patriotism of profiteers, are driving
headlong to plunge our country and the world into another
slaughter.
Yes, the fight against the war-makers, the fight for peace~ has
throughout the years represented for the Communist Party a major
issue of greatest concern for the people. Go through our literature
from the beginning, examine our Party declarations and statements, some of which are in evidence before you, and you cannot
escape the Clonclusion that ours is a Party dedicated to the cause
of world peace, to human civilized relations among states and
nations, k> the application of the gains of science and technological
advance; not to destruction and slaughter, but to life and social
progress.
Fundamentally, then, this prosecution invites the Jury to
silence and repress precisely those who are so indispensable to the
democratic progress of our country. It seeks to deprive the people
of this country of a vital political instrument in the never-ceasing
struggle for a better life-a working class political party.
18

Our Party Is Bed-Rock American
I have been talking about our Party. The prosecution throughout the trial has tried to paint our Party as something alien and
un-American, as a foreign agent. We believe that the defense has
abundantly shown that our Party is as native, as American, as is
the bed-rock of our land, as are the rivers and prairies and mountain ranges of America.
The defense has established through the testimony of Miss
Flynn that the principles and organizational expressions of Communism date back in the history of our labor movement to the
middle of the past century... Generations before there was a Soviet
Union, the ideas of Communism arose on these shores, because
Marxism is the world outlook of the modern working class. And
as the working class of our country began to develop and conduct
its struggles for better living and working conditions, for shorter
hours, for the right to organize in unions, for greater measures
of democracy, advanced representatives at the same time formed
Marxist organizations which gave a progressive political direction
to the labor movement. Thus, it is an established fact of history
that those early American Communists rendered important support
to the Lincoln government in the Civil War to defeat the Southern
slaveholders. They also participated actively in building unions, in
the unfolding mass movement for the eight-hour day, and in various
labor and progressive campaigns of those times.
It was only natural that long before the beginning of this
century, Communist clubs should arise in big working-class centers
like New York, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Louis, Cincinnati and
Philadelphia. Those were the early forerunners of the present
Communist Party which arose out of the American working class
in response to the conditions created by twentieth century American
capitalism.
Our Party is a working-class party and is thus distinct from the
political parties of capitalism. We assert boldly that we represent no
interest other than the interests of the working class, the laboring
people as a whole, the Negro people, the rural poor, the middle
classes of the city, and all who suffer at the hands of the monoplists.
The Communist Party, as an American political party, is not
organized as the Democratic and Republican parties are, that
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is, as primarily electoral machines. The Communist Party is organized to conduct activity constantly, every single day of the year,
among and on behalf of the exploited and oppressed people. We
do not, of course, operate or attempt to operate among the bourgeoisie. We are a working-class party, not a party of capitalism.
We do not deny this-we proclaim it-we concentrate on this class.
Representing the interests of the workers, our Party builds its
basic organizations, the clubs and sections, in the shops, in the
communities, in the people's organizations-that is, where the
laboring masses work, live and struggle. And, as the political party
of the working class, we dedicate all our energies to protect the
economic and political interests of the working class, the Negro
people, the farming masses, and all those exploited and oppressed
by capitalism.
I have already pointed out to you a number of ways in which
the prosecution has sought to play on your prejudices by attributing to us and our Party certain sinister characteristics which are
either non-existent or have a wholly different meaning from that
which the prosecution tried to give it. Another example of the
use of this strategy is the prosecution's charge that the COlnmunist
Party and the defendants are "foreign agents," that we take "orders
from Moscow," and that we are "alien and un-American."

W orl~ing·Class Internationalism
I have already dealt with the charge that we are alien and unAmerican and pointed out that the Commnuist Party has deep
American roots. We do not deny that the Communist movement
is an international movement. Indeed, Communism is as international as capitalism itself. The American Communist movement
developed in response to the needs of the American working class.
The working class that has arisen and developed in capitalist
America shares the same conditions of exploitation as the working
classes in all capitalist countries. But as the American working
class, it engages in struggle against the exploiting class. As the
American working class it builds its trade unions and political
organizations to protect and improve its conditions.
Our Communist Party, as we have shown in this trial, bases
itself upon the principles of Marxism-Leninism. But Marxism-Lenin20

ism is an international science of society which, like any other
science, has no national boundaries. Its principles are applicable
to the conditions of the working class everywhere. It is not surprising, therefore, that Communist parties throughout the world are
based on this science. Nor is it surprising that political organizations based upon the same political philosophy should seek to exchange views and experiences.
Apparently, if the prosecution had its way, the Communist
Party of the United States would exist in a narrow national insulation and divorce itself from the experience of working class
parties in other countries. Such a thesis is ridiculous in view of
the fact that even children know that the organizations of capitalism
themselves are international in scope. The great financial interests
of this country, the huge industrial trusts, extend through the
world in a vast international organizational network. But the proiecution has not suggested that these international organizations
a,r e alien or un-American because they have world-wide tie& to
exploit the resources and the people of other countries. The tie that
binds the Communist movement is not the tie to exploit peoples~
hut the tie of a common philosophy to secure the freedom of peoples.
The princi pIe of proletarian internationalism has existed long
before the rise of the Communist Parties. The common conditions
of exploitation of the working class in all capitalist coun1Jies
has ;b rought with it, from the beginning, a common bond of
iOlidarity in their struggles.
The recognition of the principle of working-class internationalism in our own country was expressed almost simultaneously by
two great Americans, one a President, and the other, a leader
of the labor movement.
It was Abraham Lincoln, when he held the important alice of
President of the United States, who declared:

"The strongest bond of human sympathy~ outside of the
family relation, should be one uniting all working people, .1
all nations~ and tongues, and kindreds."
And it was \Villiam H. Sylvis, as head of the National Labor
Union, who wrote to the First International:
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III am very happy to recei"l'e such kindly words from our
fellow workingmen across the water; our cause is a common
one. It is war between poverty and wealth; labor occupies
the same low condition and capital is the same tyrant in
all parts of the world. Therefore I say our cause is a common
one."
In the light of this, how miserable is the attempt of the prosecution to read plots, conspiracies, and foreign agencies into the
the legitimate and necessary international relationship of the working class, its labor unions, and its political party!
It is in the light of this tradition and these facts that you must
consider the Party's affiliation to the Communist International
from the early '20'S to 1940, an affiliation which the Government
seeks to distort.
The Party's past affiliation with the Communist International
is a chapter in its history which, far from seeking to hide, we
proudly publicized. Our Party affiliated with that international
organization voluntarily, retaining its own identity as the party
of the American working class. In the course of that affiliation our
Party was enr iched by th e generalized experiences of the world
working class and thereby could be of greater service to the
cause of the working class and the people in our own country. In
turn, we contributed to the thinking of the other CQmmunist
Parties, who benefited from the experiences and struggles in the
United States.
One of the greatest contributions to the world-wide struggle
against fascism was made by the Seventh Congress of the Communist
International in alerting all working humanity to the danger of
fascism which arose with Hitler's coming to' power. It is from
this Seventh Congress of the Communist International that the
working people learned the need of organizing a united people's
struggle to stem the tide of fascism.
Those of you who have read history will recognize that the
"foreign agent" charge is a familiar device seized upon by those
in power for purposes of repression and exploitation. The history
of our own nation attests to this brand of demagogy. Accusations
of "alien" ideology and "foreign agent" were directed at America's
great patriot, Thomas Jefferson, and his associates. Then "France"
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and the "French Revolution" were used by the reactionaries as
the smear which in our day is reserved by the monopolists for
"Russia and the Russian revolution."

Ill. MARXISM-LENINISM-THE SCIENCE OF
SOCIETY
AND GENTLEMEN of the Jury, before the luncheon
LADIES
recess I was discussing with you the theory of Marxism-Leninism, and this I would like to continue.
When we strip away from the Government's case all of the
trimmings which have been added to it for the purpose of confusion,
there remains at its core a body of ideas-Marxism-Leninism. But,
ladies and gentlemen, one does n ot have to be a Marxist, or in
any wayan adherent of its views, to acknowledge that M arxismLeninism is a profound theory of social change. For it is widely
recognized, also among non-Marxists, that Marxism-Leninism proceeds from a world outlook, the historic world outlook of the
working class; that it embodies a theory of knowledge of nature and
society. This world outlook, known as dialectical materialism, gives
a scientific approach to the understanding of social change throughout history and specifically the movement of social forces In
present-day society, in the world, and in the United States as
well. You are being invited to condemn and outlaw a body of
ideas.
But ideas are not triable. Shall we never learn from history?
The Inquisition condemned the ideas of Galileo that the earth
moves around the sun. But did that destroy the truth of Galileo's
ideas?
The teacher Scopes was tried in the State of Tennessee for
teaching the doctrines of Charles Darwin. He was found guilty as
charged, and, to the best of my knowledge, the statute books of
that State still contain a law declaring. Darwin's theory of evolution to be illegal. But has this taken away one iota from the truth
of Darwin's teachings?

I n that Tennessee courtroom, Darwinism could be found guilty
and outlawed only by distorting its meanings and turning it into
its opposite for the ears of the jury. So the prosecution in this
courtroom, with a view to getting a conviction, has garbled texts
of Marxism-Leninism, and distorted the Marxist-Leninist science
of society.
This is not the first time that men have tried to preserve the
status quo by attacking Marxism. All attempts to ignore Marxism, or to kill it with silence, or to slander and misrepresent it, or to
outlaw it, as in the case of the Prussian, Bismarck, the Russian
Czar, the Nazi "Fuehrer," proved a dismal failure. The ideas of
Marxism are indestructible. Despite the libelous attacks upon it,
the compelling truth of Marxism has brought to its banner hundreds of millions of adherents throughout the world. The ideas of
Marxism-Leninism today guide the destiny of more than a third
of the world's population. Yet here in this courtroom you have
seen an effort by the prosecution to jail men and women by identifying them with this body of ideas.
What an absurd and futile process is this. Even if I and my codefendants are jailed, Marxism will continue to convince mankind
and the working people of our country of the necessity for advancing to Socialism. You know very well that before this trial commencea, others were jailed on the same charges. Suppose scores
more were to be Jailed-would men stop turning to Marxism as the
answer to the oppression, exploitation and inequities perpetrated
by capitalism? Of course not. And will not millions here and
abroad merely conclude that American capitalism has no answer
to Marxism but force-the repressive power of the state.

Transitional Nature of Capitalist Society ·
What are these ideas that Wall Street and the special interests
6£ this country would vainly try to kill?
The framework of Marxism-Leninism is certain fundamental
laws of development operating in society, independently of the
will of men.
On the basis of an analysis of the economic structure of capitalist society, Marxism-Leninism has laid bare the general laws of its
development. Marxism-Leninism has shown the transitional nature

of capitalist society-namely, that capitalism has not always existed, that it came into being upon the ruins of feudalism, and
that it creates the conditions for its eventual passing from the
stage of history, like the systems of slave-holding and feudalism
before it. Marxism-Leninism exposes the basic feature of capitalism
as the drive for maximum profit. Production under capitalism
is subordinated to the profit interests of the owners of the means of
production, and therefore is not planned and ordered in the interests of society. The periodic economic crises which result from the
nature of the production carried on for private profit, cause unemployment, the shut-down of factories, and misery to millions.
Under capitalism, we have the topsy-turvy situation where the very
increase in our capacity to produce, which could bring abundance
and comfort to the many, brings to them unemployment and hunger, while a small handful grow increasingly richer.
While these ideas of Marxism-Leninism are not yet accepted by
the American people, there are literally millions of non-Ma.x:xists
who reject the notion that our economy must undergo severe depressions, that all industries must be operated for profit, and that
one must suffer, with unquestioning acceptance, privation and
discrimination, because they are a product of capitalism. And
it is not Communists alone who are convinced that other classes
besides the capitalist class are better equipped to govern this country. Millions of men regard with fear and misgivings a choice
between the presidential candidate of the House of Morgan and
the presidential candidate of General Motors.
The traditions in this country of labor militancy and agrarian
protest are too strong to permit the acceptance of the notion that
the capitalist system works for the interests of all the people, and,
whether the prosecution likes it or not, that there is something
final and preordained about capitalism as a system of society.
We Communists, frankly, want to abolish capitalism. We
do not think that a system which gives a few men untold millions
while others suffer want is a good system. We do not think that
a system which forces men to live in slum conditions, to struggle
through life on a minimum level of subsistence; a system which
denies to millions an adequate wage and the opportunity to earn a
living; a system which undermines the health and well-being of the
people; a system which can employ its people only when it pro-
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duces for destruction and death, should be preserved in order to
feed the bottomless greed for profit of a small handful of billionaires.
We are convinced that socialism can and must replace capitalism, and we work unceasingly to that end.
Such a change from capitalism to socialism would be a revolutionary change. The Government has tried to reduce the whole
issue of social revolution to some violent coup d'etat or "putsch,"
undertaken in the dead of night by a handful of criminal conspirators. Certainly, the people of America, consolidated as a nation
through a profound and historic social revolution, must be the first
to reject such an approach.
We maintain, as Marx ist-Leninists, that there can be no social
revolution, working-class or any other, if the masses of the people
-the majority-do not will the social change.,
Thus, Lenin writes in lVar and the lVorkers, page 28:

(IT he ru le of capitalism is not being undermined because somebody wants to usurp power. It would be absurd
to (usurp' power. The rule of capitalism could not be brought
to an end if the whole economic development of capitalist
countries were not leading to this. The war has accelerated
this process, and this has made capitalism impossible. No
power on earth could destroy capitalism if it were no t being
washed away and und~rmined by history."
And another-and these exhibits I quote to you are in evidence
-Volume 20, Book II, page 126-Lenin further develops the same
basic idea:

(( ... no chances in the life of a people are accomplished
by the planning of one or the other party, since tens of millions of people do not go into revolution because parties have
planned it, for such a change will be a much greater revolution than the overthrow of the imbecile Nicholas Romanov.
I repeat, tens of millions of people do not make a revolution
to order, but they do so when there is bitter privation,
when the people finds itself in an impossible situation, when
the general onslaught, the determination of tens of millions
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of people shatters the old partitions and is in reality capable
of creating a new life."

Marxism-Leninism has, since its founding over a hundred years
ago, rejected all notions of conspiracy, coup d'etat, and the like.
Well known is the fact that Marx and Engels, in the Communist
League, as far back as 1850, broke with a group which urged conspirative action and brought about their expulsion from the League.
Well known is Lenin's dissassociation from Blanquism-a preMarxian theory of revolution by a small, conspiratorial group. And
the defense has put in evidence many writings confirming this
position.
Thus Lenin wrote, in Selected Works, Volume VI:
"In order tq obtain the power of the state, the classconscious workers must win the majority to their side. A s
long as no vio lence is used against the masses, there is no
other road to power. We are not Blanquists. We are n ot
in favor of the seizure of power by a minority."

Not as Conspirators-But as The People
Indeed, what has been the whole struggle of the Communists
everywhere but to build the broadest possible unified front of the
people, headed by the working class, against the common monopolist
oppressors? Is this not in keeping with the principles of MarxismLeninism to unify the majority of the people to realize their needs
and aspirations-not as conspirators-but as the people1
Would this be our course, would it be towards this that we
devote all our energies, if we advocated what the prosecution would
have you believe?
Yet the prosecution has, throughout this trial, attempted to
equate the theory of social change, the theory of proletarian revolution, with force and violence exercised by a small minority of
conspirators. Of course, it is only by concealing the fundamental
and deep-going conception of social revolution, and by twisting
it into such a government-overthrow conspiracy, that the prosecution hopes to becloud the issue and maneuver a verdict of guilty
against us.

The proletarian revolution, like the bourgeois revolutions that
came before it, is not directed against this or that government.
The concept "proletarian revolution" must be understood in its
profoundest meaning as being directed against a social system-the
capitalist system-which, having performed its historic function,
has become outmoded and is an obstacle to further progress.
It was not against the rule of the particular monarch, Charles
the First, that Cromwell led the bourgeois revolution in midseventeenth century England, but against the system of feudalism.
It was not against the rule of the particular monarch, Louis the
Sixteenth, that the French bourgeois revolution developed in 1789,
but against the feudal social system which the Royal House of
Louis the Sixteenth symbolized. In the came way, it is as silly
as it is false to try to distort and reduce the historically necessary
and inevitable working-class movement toward the overthrow of the
oppressive system of capitalism into some petty plot against this
or that government or administration.
The prosecution, by its entire line of testimony, seeks to establish the idea that capitalism is the pre-ordained and eternal social
system to which our people must remain attached and, therefore,
that anyone who is against the capitalist system must be considered
a plotter against the government of the United States. We, on the
contrary, maintain that capitalism is a passing historical social order and that its existence today does not make it American any
more than the existence of the slave-holding system in the South
made that system American. Is it not a fact that so great a patri.ot
a·s Lincoln led the Civil War to abolish the slave-holding system?
In the same way, we contend that the historians of the future will
attribute to the Communists the highest patriotism for their efforts
to abolish the hateful, oppressive, war-breeding capitalist system.

Peaceful Intent of the Working Class
In the conception of revolution, the element of violence is not
for us a principle. On the contrary, in keeping with our general
program for winning the majority of the people for Socialism,
we seek every possibility for a peaceful transition from capitalism
to socialism. Thus, even in the period of 1917, after the Czar had
been overthrown, none other than Lenin in his famous April
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Theses, and once again on the eve of the Revolution, projected
the possibility of a peaceful development of the Revolution. In
the article, A ims of the Revolution~ Lenin, in outlining the tasks,
declared:

"It is our business to help in every possible way to secure
a (lasf chance for a peaceful development of the revolution.
We can help to bring this about by expounding our program~
by explaining its general national character and its absolute
harmony with the interests and demands of the enormous
majority of the population."
This is also from Volume VI of the Selected Works~ page 241.
That violence is not urged by Marxist-Leninists as the desirable
method of displacing the exploiting classes is established by Lenin's
writings dealing with the crucial events which occurred in Russia
between the February and October Revolutions (Collected Works,
Vol. XXI, Book I, page 99):

((It was before July 17 that the slogan of power passing
into the hands of the then existing Soviets was the only correct one. At that time, such passing of power was possible
in a peaceful way~ without civil war, because at that time
there had been no systematic acts of violence against the
masses, against the people, as there were after July I7. At
that time, this slogan guaranteed a peaceful forward deelopment of the whole revolution and particularly made it
possible to elin1,inate peacefully the class struggle of parties
within the Sov£ets."
Stalin, in commenting on Lenin's observations concerning these
events, stated in the History of the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union:

"Tliis meant that Lenin was not calling for a revolt
against the Prov.isional Government~ which at that moment enjoyed the confidence of the Soviets, that he was not
demanding its overthrow, but that he wanted~ by means of
explanatory and recruiting work~ to win a majority in the
Soviets~ to chang~ the policy of the Soviets~ and through -the-
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9oviets) to alter the composition and policy of the Government.
"This was a line envzsagzng a peaceful development
of the revolution."
But the peaceful intent of the working class is not the sole
determining factor in the social change from capitalism to socialism. History has repeatedly shown that reactionary exploiting
classes, dethroned by the -p eople, desperately resort to force and
violence in order to restore themselves to power. In the American
Revolution of 1776, the peaceful petitionings· of the people for
redress of grievances were not only callously rejected but were met
by the organized force and violence of the foreign British oppressor.
We have, of course, the classic example of our own Civil War
in which the firing on Fort Sumter signalized the rebellion of the
Southern slaveholders for the violent overthrow of the Lincoln
government which the people had democratically elected.
In a later era, in 1905, in Russia, the peacefully petitioning
people of St. Petersburg, marching with their icons, were shot down
in cold blood by Cossacks in front of the Czar's Winter Palace on
a day that has since remained on the calendar of history as Bloody
Sunday. Such Bloody Sundays, and Mondays and Thursdays and
Saturdays are tokens of the way of the capitalist class in every
country.
Throughout its history, the capitalist class of the United States
has a record second to none of murderous repression of strikes,
unemployed struggles, veteran bonus marchers, and fiercest of all,
systematic legal and extra-legal violaRce against the Negro people.
How like the thief's cry of "stop thief!", is the prosecution's
attempt to shield the force and violence of the monopoly ruling
class, by leveling the charge of force and violence against the Communist Party.

Is "Revolution" Alien to U.S. History and Tradition?
The prosecution has throughout this trial not only distorted
the meaning of the term "revolution" but it has dealt with it as
though it were something un-American, something totally alien
to the history and tradition of our nation. We reject the Gov-

ernment's pOSition on this question as itself fundamentally unAmerican, as itself false to our traditions and insulting to the
glorious revolutionary birth of our country's national independence,
which Lenin, in his famed Letter to the American Working Class _
characterized as "one of those great, really liberating, really revolutionary wars of which there have been so few" in history.
It makes a mockery of democracy to presume to tell the people
that it is "subversive" and "un-American" to seek to reconstruct
society on new foundations. And it is no accident that such great
sons of the American people as Thomas Jefferson and Abraham
Lincoln, speaking for all true democratic-minded Americans, emphasized the right to revolution as an inalienable and indestructible
principle of democracy.
Thus, Jefferson, in the Declaration of Independence, declared:

"Whenever any form of government becomes destructive
of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or abolish
it and to institute new government . ..."
And Lincoln stated in a speech in the House of Representatives
In 1848:

IIAny people anywhere being inclined and having the
power have the right to rise up and shake off the existing
government and form a new one that suits them better. This
is a most valuable, a most sacred right-a right which we
hope and believe is to liberate the world. Nor is this right
confined to cases in which the whole people of an existing government may choose to exercise it. A ny portion of
such people that can may revolutionize and make their own
of so much of the territory as they inhabit. More than this,
a majority of any portion of such people may revolutionize,
putting down a minority, intermingled with or near about
them, who may oppose this movement. Such minority was
precisely the case of the Tories of our own revolution. It is
a quality of revolution not to go by old lines or old laws;
but to break up both, and make new ones."
These classic declarations breathe the understanding that the
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right to revolution is not only a democratic affirmation of the
people, but it is the highest democratic affirmation. Where would
the United States be if the denial of that right had governed the
consciousness of the people in the Thirteen Colonies. This country would still be a colonial possession of the British Crown with
retarded industrial development, maintained as an economic hinterland for the extraction of super-profits by the so-called motherland. We would be what India was forced to be, or what Puerto
Rico is forced to be now at the hands of Wall Street imperialism.
At best, we would still be a backward nation subject to, and dependent upon, a foreign, imperialist power.
Further, by the same reasoning, our people could not have
proceeded to carry through the revolutionary overthrow of the
slave-holding class in the South, in the Civil War, known in our
history as the Second American Revolution.
The Government, knowing the deeply felt attachment of the
American people for its revolutionary tradition, has not dared to
test its reactionary claim in open and direct assault. It has not
deemed it politic to say in so many words, "we are against the right
to revolution." Instead, it has distorted the meaning of revolution
and presented it in this court as something hideously anti-democratic and anti-American. But, if you will heed, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, the explanation of the concept of revolution in
the objective and historical sense in which we have presented it,
then the falsity of the Government's position must become clear to
you.

"Dictatorship of Proletariat" Means Majority Rule
In dealing with the quesiton of the transition to Socialism, the
prosecution has distorted the meaning of the term "dictatorship of
the proletariat." Marxism-Leninism teaches that all states are class
dictatorships. The term "dictatorship of the proletariat" is the scientific characterization of the workers' state, or, the rule of the working class. It is the political instrument established by the working
class in power, in alliance with the farming masses, to safeguard and
consolidate the gains of the revolution and to build the new Socialist society.
The fact that the dictatorship of the proletariat is a workers' state
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makes it different from all other class dictatorships that preceded it
in history. While all past dictatorships represented the power of an
exploiting minority-the slavesolders, the feudal landlords, or the
capitalists-the dictatorship of the proletariat, for the first time in
history is the rule of the majority, the rule of the people. Under
capitalism the bourgeoisie exercises its dictatorship through the open,
terrorist form of fascism, to which monopoly capitalism is heading,
or, through the form of bourgeois democracy which was typical of
the rising progressive stage of capitalism. Because the bourgeoisie
is a minority class that exploits the majority, it strives to present
its dictatorship over the people as the rule of the people. But regardless of its form of rule, it is, remains, and can be, only the dictator-·
ship of the capitalist class.
As we have pointed out throughout this trial, there can be no
transition to Socialism except through the dictatorship of the proletariat, which, in less technical terminology, means the rule of the
working class. But the form of this state power varies according to
conditions of time and place, and the state of economic and political
development. Thus, the Soviet form of the dictatorship of the proletariat which was established by the October Revolution of 1917 in
Russia, was not adopted as the form of working class rule in the later
period. In the countries of Eastern and Central Europe, states of
People's Democracy have been established.
The People's Democracy, as a new form of the dictatorship of the
proletariat, came into being in countries like Poland, Czechoslovalda, Hungary and others, as an outcome of the special conditions
created by the defeat of the foreign fascist invader at the end of
World War II. The war of the people's forces for national liberation
froill the Hitler-fascist oppressors merged with the democratic struggle against the native feudal landowners and big capitalists, who had
collaborated with the German fascist occupationists. What occurred
was a popular democratic revolution. As this popular democratic
revolution developed, drawing in ever wider sections of the people,
the working class in these countries advanced under the leadership
of the Communist Parties, at the head of the entire anti-fascist and
anti-imperialist coalition. Today, the countries of People's Democracy are building the new Socialist society.
The prosecution has tried to picture the dictatorship of the proletariat as a state bristling with violence. In typical fashion, it has
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taken certain expressions out of their context from the writings of
Lenin and Stalin in order to put over this deception. But the evidence shows that from the beginning the purpose of the dictatorship
of the proletariat is to enable the people in their preponderant majority to be the rulers of the land, that is, to exercise their democracy,
the first real democracy of the people.
The dictatorship of the proletariat, like all other states, does
utilize its organs of power to protect itself, to safeguard its institutions against enemy attempts, from within and from without, at
counter-revolution. There is, however, this important distinction to
be noted. All other class dictatorships increasingly make violence
their way of life to keep in subjection the majority of the population,
and to subjugate other nations. The dictatorship of the proletariat, as the rule of the majority, does not make violence its way of life,
but has as its main task the peaceful construction of Socialism, the
building of a society of abundance, a society where the exploitation of man by man is abolished forever.
Thus, Stalin, in Foundations of Leninism, states:

(( ... The dictatorship of the proletariat is the instrument
of the proletarian revolution, its organ, its most important
mainstay, brought into being for the purpose of, firstly crushing the resistance of the overthrown exploiters and consolidating . the achievements of the proletarian revolution, and,
secondly, carrying the proletarian revolution to its completion, carrying the revolution to the complete victory of socialism. The revolution can vanquish the bourgeoisie, can
overthrow its power, without the dictatorship of the proleta1"iat. But the revolution will be unable to crush the resistance of the bourgeoisie, to 1naintain its victory and to push
forward to the final victory of socialism unless, at a certain
stage in its development, it creates a special organ in the form
of the dictatorship of the proletariat as its principal mainstay.N
The sources from which force and violence are to be expected
are then made explicit in Foundations of Leninism:

HThe transition from ' capitalism to Communism [says
Lenin] represents an entire historical epoch. Until this epoch

has terminated, the exploiters will inevitably cherish the hope
of restoration, and this hope will be converted into attempts
at restoration. A nd after their first serious defeat, the overthrown exploiters-who had not expected their overthrow,
never believed it possible, never conceded the thought of itwill throw themselves with tenfold energy, with furious passion and hatred grown a hundredfold into the battle for the
Irecovery of their lost (paradise,' on behalf of their families,
whv had been leading such a sweet and easy life and whom
'flOW the (common herd' is condemning to ruin and destitution (or to (common' work)."
'rhe prosecution has attempted to picture the dictatorship of the
proletariat as a "slave state," where democracy is eliminated. But
you have heard Miss Flynn testify to the contrary. The dictatorship
of the proletariat, as the state of the majority, makes democracy the
true property of the people. The political life of the Socialist state
is participated in most actively by the mass citizenry, young and old,
women and men, workers, farmers and intellectuals. Deputies to the
people's councils are nominated by the mass participation of the
people in every region and area, with a democratic initiative utterly
unknown in any capitalist country. They are elected by secret ballot,
with mandates that they are pledged to carry through, and are subJect to :recall by their constituents. And the choices of people's representatives are not rigged in favor of professional politicians and
professional legislators, but are accorded to the most deserving men
and women who come from the ranks of the workers in the factorIes, mines, fields and offices. The people in the millions actually
participate in administering the affairs of the state in all areas and
on an levels.
As against the states of exploiting classes, the aim of the dictatorship of the proletariat is not to perpetuate itself. Its aim is to
lead, along a program of planned socialist construction, to the next,
historIcally higher social system, Communism, where the abolition
of the exploitation of man by man will bring in its wake the elimination of state coercion, the abolition of state power.

35

The Working Class Must Have Its Own
Organs of Political Power
The prosecution likewise has misinterpreted the phrase which is
found in the Marxist-Leninist classics, about "shattering the bourgeois state." They have tried to read into this phrase nothing but
physical devastation and bloody destruction. In actuality, however,
what did Marx and Engels mean by this phrase which they formulated?
Let anyone study the context in which they employed this expression. He will find that they were speaking of the need for the
victorious working class to create new organs of political power,
instead of operating with the old. For only such new organs of political power could serve the need of building Socialism and prevent the bourgeoisie from restoring its rule by means of a violent
counter-revolution.
And is this really so peculiar to the working class when it becomes the ruling class? Is it not a fact that when the present ruling
class of our country, the bourgeoisie, came into power through its
successful revolution against British domination, that it proclaimed
its own constitution, formed its own governmental and judicial institutions, created its own army and police, and wrote its own laws?
This "shattering of the state" of the old order was the necessary
condition for the development of capitalist production without the
restriction of foreign domination.
Similarly, it is inconceivable for a working class that rises to the
position of ruling class to maintain and consolidate its revolutionary gains without building its own state structure, its own organs of
power, suited to its own needs. "Shattering the state" in this true
light, in the light intended by Marx and Engels-not by their distorters-means replacing the old and obsolete state Inachinery with a
state machinery that is new and vitally necessary to the new social
order. This is not an unusual concept. You remember the quotation from Lincoln which I read to you a short time ago. What did
Lincoln mean when he said: "It is a quality of revolution not to go
by old lines or old laws; but to break up both, and make new ones."
Does not this contain the idea of "shattering the state," the need
to create new laws and organs of power?
Today, the bourgeois ruling class, once historically revolutionary

and progressive, has become a reactionary millstone around the
neck of society. A new revolutionary and progressive social force,
the working class, has arisen, destined to lead all the common oppressed people in a revolutionary movement of emancipation from
capitalism. This socialist revolution, we contend, represents a popular democratic affirmation, profoundly rooted in the traditions of
the American people.

There is No "Blueprint for Revolution"
The Government has made the demagogic claim that we take
the Soviet Union as a "blueprint" for revolution in the United
States. Ignoring the specific conditions that prevailed in Czarist
Russia, and without regard to time and place, the Government
has read passages out of context, from the History of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, as though they are fully applicable to the United States at this time.
At theoutset, let me ask, is there anything illogical in the fact
that those who strive for Socialism in the United States would draw
upon the lessons and experiences of those who have succeeded in
establishing Socialism in their land? Indeed, is there any area of
iocial or natural science which can operate without such international exchange? The international exchange of experiences and
lessons by all who advance on scientific foundations is something
that has rightly been taken for granted at all times and in all
places.
As adherents of the Marxist-Leninist science of society~ we
address ourselves concretely to the specific American conditions,
which are determined by the history, tradition and political understanding of the people. It is an elementary teaching of Marxis.m-Leninism not to impose doctrines mechanically or dogmatically, ·b ut to apply them concretely to the particular situation and
period, in terms of the needs of the people. This cannot be otherwise, because, we are an American party, the Party of the American working class, living and struggling under American conditions, concerned with the shaping of an American destiny for a
better life, for happiness, for full democracy, for peace.
Marxism-Leninism is not a dogma, not a blueprint, but a
scientific guide to action. In this phrase, we Marxists-Leninists
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express two basic thoughts with respect to our philosophy. The
first is, that Marxism-Leninism is not a compilation of abstract
doctrines but a practical philosophy; the second is that the principles of Marxism-Leninism are not to be applied mechanically,
regardless of circumstances. Because we are dealing with a theory
of society, there can be no application of this theory without
regard to specific changing events, varying national conditions,
stages of development, and the experiences of the people.
Certainly, who can contradict the fact that the policies and
tasks of the Communist Parties of India and China differ from
each other, and that both, in turn, differ from those of the Communist Party of the United States?
To a physical scientist who is seeking to apply the scientific
law with respect to the conversion of water into steam, the testing of the basic principle presents little difficulty, because he is
dealing with a simple, recurrent phenomenon, which circumstances cannot affect too sharply. In contrast, when a MarxistLeninist seeks to apply his science, he is confronted with a tremendous number of new conditions and circumstances which
must be analyzed and understood. Indeed, new developments have
not infrequently resulted in basic change of certain propositions of Marxism-Leninism. Perhaps the best known of these
changes occurred in the light of the experience of the Russian
Revolution. Before that revolution it had been a Marxist tenet
that a revolution could only occur in an industrially advanced
country and that it would occur simultaneously in a series of
countries. But both of these propositions were proven obsolete;
Russia was primarily an agrarian country and its revolution was
victorious without successful revolutions in other countries.
Indeed, as the concluding chapter of the History of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union states:

((It may seem that all that is required for mastering
the Marxist-Leninist theory is diligently to learn by heart
isolated conclusions and propositions from the works of
Marx" Engels and Lenin" learn to quote them at opportune times a.nd rest at that" in the hope that the conclusions and propositions thus memorized will suit each and
every situation and occasion. But such an approach to the
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Marxist-Leninist theory is altogether wrong. The Marxist-Leninist theory must not be regarded as a collection of
dogmas~ as a catechism~ as a symbol of faith~ and the Marxists themselves as pedants and dogmatists. The Marx,istLeninist theory is the science of the development of society ~ the science of the working class movement~ the science
of the proletarian revolution~ the science of the building
of the Communist society. And as a science it does not and
cannot stand still~ but develops and perfects itself. C learly ~
in its development it is bound to become enriched by new
experience and new knowledge~ and some of its propositions and conclusions are bound to change in the course of
time~ are bound to be replaced by new conclusions and
propositions corresponding to the new historical conditions."
(Page 355).
How often, in this case, do we encounter the offensive irony
that the prosecution seeks to attribute to Marxism-Leninism those
very tenets and views which Marxism-Leninism expressly rejects?
We have seen this in connection with the prosecution's "secrecy" thesis, its "sabotage" charge, its claim of "conspiratorial
operation." A particularly sharp example of attributing to us what
we specifically reject is this "blueprint" theory. Every reactionary government in the world-including Hitler's-which has sought
to attack Marxism, has relied upon these same false stereotypes.
These have now replaced the bearded "bomb-throwing Bolshevik" of the early '20'S, and deserve as little credence.

IV.

VANGUARD FIGHTER FOR PEACE

again what I said at the beginning: We would
LETnotMEbe STRESS
defendants in this case if there were no large-scale drive
toward war now in progress in this country. When we
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reconstitut~d

the Communist Party in 1945, we did so on the basis of the concrete conditions which faced the American people and the world.
What were the concrete conditions which we took into consideration, around which we shaped our policies for the ensuing period?
After World War II, the supreme issue facing mankind was the
achievement of a lasting and durable peace. No people wanted war.
The world had suffered 40 million casualties and wholsesale
destruction of cities and countries. The perfection of the A-bomb,
and other similar destructive weapons, could only mean devastation and human annihilation on a scale never before known. As
Albert Einstein warned, such a war would threaten civilization
itself. Peace was, therefore, the common desire of the overwhelming majority of the people-in our country and in the world.
But these aspirations were not shared by the big trusts in the
United States, who came out of the war tremendously enriched,
and whose aim was to consolidate and extend their economic
political power all over the world. Thus, in the 1945 Resolution,
our Party warned that:
aggressive circles of American imperialism are endeavoring to secure for themselves political and economic
domination in the world."
(t •

••

And we concluded that:
"lf the reactionary policies and forces of monopoly
capital are not checked and defeated" America will be confronted with new aggressions and wars and the growth of
reaction and fascism in the United States."
Our worst fears were confirmed in the period subsequent to
1945. The Truman Administration, acting on behalf of Wall
Street, speedily deserted the policy of FDR, the policy of friendship and collaboration with all nations to maintain world peace.
It embarked on a new policy in the interests, not of the people
of our country, but of the Wall Street trusts, of DuPont, Rockefeller and the House of Morgan.
This was a policy of war preparations to enslave other countries
and peoples, under the demogogic slogan of "safeguarding the
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freedom" of the world. This new foreign policy was implemented in
rapid succession by the Truman Doctrine, the Marshall Plan, the
North Atlantic War Alliance, and by military intervention all over
the world. This was a policy which placed our government in
cahoots with the worst scoundrels and reactionaries in the world,
such as Franco, Chiang Kai-shek, Syngman Rhee, and the monarcho-fascists of Greece. This was a policy which, only a short
time after V-E Day, treated the Soviet Union as an enemy, and
turned the Nazis of Western Germany into an ally.
This policy has led to the intervention of Wall Street in the
economic and political life of country after country. It has brought
nations and governments under the heel of American imperialism,
trampling upon their national sovereignty, undermining their
economies, poisoning the well-springs of their culture, and in
turn arousing the hatred of the world's people against us. This
policy has now involved our country in a senseless, unjust war,
5,000 miles away from our shores, against the people of Korea who
want only to live in peace and freedom.
And at home, this policy has meant the largest war budget
in our history, with billions being spent for atom bombs, new
atomic weapons, war bases and installations all over the world,
and a vast system of military subsidies to other countries.
It has meant the first peace-time draft in our history, great
economic burdens on the people in the form of high prices, frozen
wages and heavy taxes. It has meant the dedication of the economy
to production for death, instead of production for life. It hai
meant the militarization of our economy and the att~mpt to force
upon our people acceptance of Hitler's thesis that full employment
is possible only through war and preparations for war.
This war program and creeping militarization of our society
has made fear the tenant of every dwelling, the diner at every table,
the voter in every election. It has created a permanent corpi of
iecret snoopers and informers to detect resistance to the warmakers' plans. It has meant Smith Act trials like this one here;
loyalty probes and oaths without end; the Taft-Hartley intimidations of labor and its unions. Creeping militarization means creeping fascism. The danger of a fascist dictatorship in this country
has never been so imminent.
The direction of the foreign policy of the Government after
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World War II was an imperialist direction. The United States had
emerged as the dominant imperialist power in the world with its
chief competitors eliminated or seriously weakened.
Germany and Japan, defeated in the war, were no longer a
threat to United States world domination.
The capitalist countries, such as England and France, were
in a deep crisis a-n d unable to challenge the rapid expansion of the
United States in other parts of the world. Wall Street, controlling
two-thirds of the world's industrial production, possessed by far
the largest sums of capital available for investment. This accumulation of wealth required ever new markets and areas of profitable
investments. The monopolists' solution of their desperate market
problem was an even more desperate gamble aimed at world expansion and world domination. United States imperialism embarked upon the path of conquest, the path of empire. . . .

''' ERE'CESSED a few moments ago, Ladies and GentleW HEN
Inen, I was describing to you what our conclusions were,
based on the re-constituting of the Communist Party in 1945, and
I would like to continue where I left off .
. . . But the world was no longer easy prey to an imperialism
embarked on world conquest. The colonial countries of Asia,
Africa and the Middle East were in revolt against their centuries-old
oppression. The liberation of the 450,000,000 people of China
served notice that it was no longer possible to rob and pillage the
rich resources of these countries while their people lived in dire
poverty, ignorance and squalor. The establishment of the Eastern
European Democracies, with their people taking the path of Socialism, gave warning that a new mood also pervaded the ranks of the
working people in the capitalist countries.
Under such conditions, Wall Street turned from threats and
blusters to actual preparation f~r war against this world revolutionary upsurge.
It is this, not the myth of "Soviet aggression," that explains the
real underlying causes for the reactionary, pro-war policies pursued
by Wall Street and the government it controls. These policies
have led to antagonisms and conflicts all over the world.

War-Makers Can Be Defeated
We Communists, since the reconstitution of our Party in 1945~
have without pause or let-up, sought to bring home to the working
class and people of our country, the recognition that it is possible
to halt the war-makers. As Marxist-Leninists, we know that so
long as imperialism exists the danger of war exists. And it is no
accident that that danger comes today from the most powerful
imperialism in the world-Wall 'Street imperialism. But we say
war is not inevitable. The people in their millons, if organized,
can impose their will for peace upon the war-makers.
Today, as never before in history, the forces of peace are
powerful enough to prevent the outbreak of another world war.
Our people, like the people of other countries, like the people
of the Soviet Union, want peace, yearn for peace. Our main activity,
during the entire period of the indictment, has been to organize
the peoples sentiments for peace, to halt the drive toward war
and fascism.
Despite our consistent struggle to maintain peace, the prosecution has asserted that we welcome wars in order to foment revolutions. The prosecution alleges that wars for Communists are "the
ripe time for revolution." To this end, the prosecution points
to the slogan used in World War I, of "turning the imperialist
war into civil war," as if this was the policy of our Party today.
Ladies and Genlemen of the Jury, you have heard this slogan
referred to in the course of excerpts read to you from the History
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. You know from this
that in 1907, and again in 1912, international congresses of the
world Socialist movement declared that workers should consider
it a crime to shoot and kill one another to satisfy the capitalists
greed for profit.
You will also recall that this slogan was employed exclusively
during World War I-in that specific concrete situation. This slogan
was employed by the Russian Bolsheviks who, as devoted champions
of peace, saw in this slogan the only means of bringing about the
withdrawal of their country from an imperialist, unjust war on
both sides of the conflict, and of bringing peace to their people.
They saw in this slogan the only way of realizing the demands
of the people for bread, land and peace, at a time when hunger
P
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stalked the land, when a poorly equipped army was sent to certain
slaughter, and when the whole economy faced a complete break.down. No historian can dispute the fact that the victorious Russian
Revolution contributed to the speedy conclusion of World War I.
But even though that slogan was related to the particular war
of 1914-1918, I consider it necessary to point out here that it had
its source in a basic doctrine of Marxism-Leninism-the teaching
on just and unjust wars. This teaching, to which we adhere,
establishes a qualitative difference between unjust wars of conquest and oppression, and just wars of national salvation and
national liberation.
We Communists have never failed to emphasize that we have
in the past opposed, and will continue to oppose, all wars of
aggression and enslavement-all unjust wars. Our Party, which
came into existence in 1919 as an organized expression of opposition to imperialist war, has never advanced the slogan, "Turn the
imperialist war into civil war/' as a slogan of action. This is so,
regardless of what individual members, or any of the defendants,
may have, many years ago, thought or expressed on this question.
The prosecution has not been able to produce a single bit of
evidence to the contrary. Our Party has, from the moment of its
birth to this day, made its central task the struggle to prevent the
outbreak. of imperialist war, and to prevent the involvement of
our country in such a war. When U.S. Marines invaded Nicaragua,
we condemned that imperialist move and called upon the people
to halt that aggression. When the Munich sell-out to Hitler brought
in its wake the first, imperialist, stage of World War II-what has
come to be widely characterized as the "phony war"-we Communists campaigned to prevent the spread of that war and to bring
it to a speedy conclusion. Our main slogans then were "Keep
America Out of Warl"; "For a People's Peace!"
In recent years, proceeding from the same principle, we have
done everything in our power to help bring about an end to the
unjust war against the Korean people, to prevent the spread of that
war to the Asian continent, and .for negotiation of a q.emocratic
peace. We were indicted on June 20, 1951, a year after the start
of the war in Korea. But the Government did not, because it
could not, introduce any evidence that we advocated the slogan,
tlTurn ',h e imperialist war into civil war." It could not do this
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with respect to our position on the war in Korea, just as it could
not do it with regard to our position on the imperialist phase
of World War II, of 1939-40.
Furthennore, you may recall that even the Government witness,
Lautner, was compelled to admit on cross--examination that he
had taught that in the event of war between the United States and
the Soviet Union, the Party's policy would be, not the transforma..
tion of such a war into civil war but the demand for a "quick,.
honorable and democratic peace." This he testified to, not as a
humble "non-initiate," but as a teacher, presumably an "initiate."

A Proud Record of Struggle for Peace
We are proud of the stand we have taken over the years in the
fight for peace. We are proud of our resolute struggle against the
war-bent Truman Administration since 1945. It hasn't been an
easy fight. We have been subjected to growing attacks and harass..
ment because of our stand. But we are supremely confident that
our stand expresses the peace desires of the great majority of the
American people.
It is out of fear that our position will increasingly become
the position of the people, that the prosecution attempts to mis..
represent our advocacy of peace as not motivated by allegiance to
our people and our nation. But we Communists demonstrated our
patriotism in the last war, when 15,000 of our members fought
in the armed services of the nation. We demonstrated that our
policy during the war was but the continuation of a policy we
had fought for since the rise of fascism in the early 1930'S. It was.
a policy that served the deepest interests of the American people.
It was a policy that here, and throughout the world, contributed
to victory over the Axis. That war was a just war, a war \against
the fascist Axis, against fascist aggression.
But all the highly-paid propaganda, all the demagogy cannot
silence the voice of truth that the war in Korea into which our
boys are being sent, is an unjust, imperialist war, a war of aggression
against a far-off tiny country that spells no threat to us. The whole
wor ld realizes, even if the facts are screened from our own people
that what we are doing in Korea is just plain horrible mass murder
-a war caried on with unspeakable brutality against civilians1

men, women and children-a war of inhuman destruction and terrible devastation with napalm bombs and bacterial weapons. That
this war of genocide is directed at a colored people is not a matter
of chance or accident. It is the living proof of the racist character
of the war which Wall Street imperialism is waging against the
Korean people and is preparing to wage against the people of
China, and of the entire Asian continent. And who should understand this better than I, an American Negro, whose people live
under lynch-law and legal murder at the hands of a white ruling
class that presumes to export democracy to the world. From the
very beginning, we called for an end to the war and projected the
slogan, "Cease fire," with negotiations to continue on unsettled
questions around the conference table instead of on the battlefield.
This is what our people want. This is what they call for. It is for
this, that many mistakenly voted for Eisenhower, in the hope that
he would bring this war to an end.

Opposition to Imperialist War Is Not Treason
Is the stand of my party in opposing this unjust war in Korea,
unpatriotic? Is it the duty of a patriot to keep silent when the
government of his country embarks upon a course of enslaving
other peoples, and when from all corners of his own country the
war is condemned as the most unpopular war in American history?
Is it not rather the duty of the patriot, who holds dear the honor
of his country, to oppose a course that would besmirch that honor?
We €ommunists answer this question in the affirmative. In taking
this stand we follow in the high tradition of Thomas Jefferson
who opposed the plot to embroil America with England in a war
against revolutionary France in 17go. For this Jefferson was denounced as a Jacobin-the "Red" of those days-and his supporters
were persecu ted.
In taking this stand we follow in the high tradition of Abraham
Lincoln who spoke out in Congress in opposition to the annexationist war against Mexico, in 1848. He too was slandered, his
patriotism impugned; but he stood his ground.
Our stand is in keeping with that of many great and noble
Americans who opposed the predatory Spanish-American war of
18g8, and our participation in the imperialist World War of
19 1 4- 19 18 .

There are those who would deny us the right to resist war preparations because it is claimed that capitalism and Communism
are irreconcilable. War between the United States and the Soviet
Union is inevitable, the warmongers shout-and better sooner
than later. But we say to the American people that it is not in
the cards that there must be a war between the United States and
the U.S.S.R. It is not true, we say to the people, that the Soviet
Union is a threat to our peace, to our national security. On the
contrary, the preservation of world peace depends upon the continued friendship and collaboration between the United States and
the U.S.S.R. It was this friendship and collaboration which led to
the military victory over Hitler. If it was realized then, in time of
war, it can be achieved now, to keep the peace.
Marxism-Leninism teaches, and indeed insists, as the record
shows, that different economic systems can live at peace with one
another. It is a fundamental principle of Marxism-Leninism, repeated by Lenin and Stalin on many occasions, that the peaceful
co-existence of socialism and capitalism is possible and mutually
beneficial to both. The construction of socialism, the development
of an economic system which would yield the maximum benefits to
its people, requires peace, peace at home and in the world. The
policy of the Soviet Union which has been one of consistent striving for peace, makes an urgent reality of the possibility of collaboration and friendship to keep and maintain peace in the whole
world. It is our firm conviction that our national interests can
best be served by returning to FDR's policy of friendship and
cooperation with the Soviet Union. In our activity to bring this
about we Communists serve the interests of our people, first, last
and always.

v.

THE COMMUNIST POSITION ON THE
NEGRO QUESTION

STATED to you before that Marxism-Leninism must take account of the unique national conditions which exist in a particular country. In America, one such unique national condition
wltich does not exist anywhere else, is the degradation of 15 million
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Negroes to the role of second and third class citizens.
The prosecution cannot ignore or explain away this historic fact
which shames this country in the eyes of the world. It has sought
instead to minimize the bitter oppression of the Negro people by
urging upon you the hypocritical view that these conditions are
really non-existent but have been created by the Communists to
"stir up trouble." This charge is but a part of a larger strategy
used by the prosecution to distort the political activity of the
Communist Party as peripheral to the issues in this trial.
Such a view insults the intelligence of this jury. Surely the
members of this jury know that the Communists did not invent
or stir up the facts of Negro oppression. These facts cannot be
concealed-they are certainly not concealed from the Negro people.
Do the Negro people of Mississippi, Georgia and Alabama
have to be told that lynching is a way of life in the South-that no
person in the United States has ever been punished for participating in a lynching; that lynch rule is a form of terror to insure the
enforcement of a barbaric system of Jim Crow?
Do the Negro people of this country have to be told that
Negroes are the last to be hired and the first to be fired; that
they are reduced to menial and low-paid jobs and seldom get an
opportunity for advancement to skilled jobs; that Negro women are
virtually kept out of industry and the professions, and relegated to
domestic drudgery for the whites?
Do they have to be told that the average annual income of the
Negro family, according to government statistics, is less than 50
per cent of that of the white; that although about $5,000 a year
is needed to keep the average family at an adequate standard of
living, the average income of Negro families is little more than
one-third of that?
Do the Negroes of the South have to be told that they are
systematically disfranchised and threatened with violence when
they so much as dare to exercise their right to vote?
Do the Negro people have to be told that because of inadequate
and discriminatory medical care, two and one-half times more
Negro mothers die in childbirth than white mothers; that if a
Negro infant manages to survive to the age of one, his average life
expectancy is still 17 per cent less than that of the average white
infant of the same age?
Do the Negro people have to be told that run-down, rat-infested
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hovels in which they live throughout America present a grave
health menace and that about a third of the urban units occupied
by Negroes need running water; that they pay from 10 to 50 per
cent more rent for their quarters than whites pay for comparable
facilities, and that even when they accumulate enough money to
buy or rent dwellings, they often encounter physical violence
including bombings and assault as well as arson?
Do the Negro people have to be told that they are the daily
victims in every aspect of their lives-education, transportation,
housing, recreation, public dining-of a vast and intricate system
of Jim Crow which condemns them from the cradle to the grave
to a degraded and inferior status?
The United States Government is supposed to be government
of the people, by the people and for the people. If that is so,
how shall it be explained that the United States Cabinet contains
not a single Negro? How shall it be explained that not a single
Negro has ever served on the United States Supreme Court? How
shall it be explained that none of the Federal districts has a Negro
United States attorney in charge? How shall it be explained that
no county in the United States has a Negro sheriff; no city has
a Negro mayor; no state a Negro United States Senator; and no
division of the United States Army is commanded by a Negro
General? Are these bitter truths-"trouble" stirred up by the
Communist Party?
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, look at the prosecutor's
table. See how lily-white it is-with all due respect to the lily!
If this can happen in New York, then what do you think is happening in Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama and other Southern
states? And, it cannot be argued that there have been no Negro
attorneys at the prosecution table because there are no Negro
attorneys. The whites do not have a monopoly on able counsel.
In order to justify its outrages against the Negro people, the
white ruling class makes use of all of its channels of propaganda
to defame and lie about the Negro people. Press, books, stage,
movies, radio, television, cartoons, advertising-every form of social
commu nication is exploited for the racist stereotyped vilification
and belittlement of the Negro.
All this propaganda and defamation is based upon the poison0us' misanthropic idea of white supremacy, the false theory that
whites are superior to all colored peoples. This poisonous and
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divisive ideology and practice of the white ruling class is used
to maintain the inhuman oppression of the Negro people and
to keep the masses of Negro and white divided.
If the Government is really interested in meting out justice
to those who use and exploit the Negro people, why does it not
indict and bring to trial the arch-financiers and plantation landlords who trample upon the lives of 15 million Negro men, women
and children and enrich themselves out of the impoverishment
and tears of the Negro people? It is they who hold the Negro
people in subjection to wring from them colossal super-profits.
It is they who spread the evil myth of white supremacy, who rule
by lynch-law and terror~ who keep the Negro people from the
polls, who foster and protect the Ku Klux Klan, the Dixiecrats
and the fascist gangs.
The Government has not done this, and will not do thiswhether under Truman or under Eisenhower-because it is the
Government of the very forces that are interested in perpetuating
the enslavement of the Negro people. And the Government has
indicted us Communists and brought us to trial because we are
determined to bring about an end to this enslavement.

This Enslavement Must Come to an End
We are confident that this enslavement must before long come
to an end. All who have eyes to see, recognize that the Negro
people are sick and tired of their second class and third class
citizenship. With mounting resoluteness the are fighting back.
Not since the days of Reconstruction following the Civil War,
have the Negro people pressed forward with such will and militancy for their rights, for economic, social and political equality
in every sphere.
T he Government insults the Negroes by attempting to tell
you Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury that Negroes are represented by the Rossers and the Cummings. Let me tell you as a
Negro; one who lived for 55 years a Negro, that the Negro people
do not appreciate this kind of specimen in their ranks, that one
of these days they will say to the Rossers and Cummings, ((Gentlemen, if you get into an airplane or a balloon and go as high as it
can go and break all records for altitude you will still be lower
than a snake's belly."

We Communists do not view the discrimination and inequalities
which characterize the status of the Negro in this country as an
accidental or unfortunate recital of injustices which happen to
strike at the Negro people.
The N egro questio~ is not simply some peripheral issue, relating
to 15 million people who are "just somehow" being mistreated.
We Marxist-Leninists assert that the Negro people are engaged
in a struggle against national oppression. This is so because the
Negro people constitute an oppressed nation in the South where
they continue to live in conditions of semi-slavery and peonage,
deprived of the land they till in the 'p lantation economy of the
Black Belt, and denied the most elementary political rights. It is
here, where we find the very source of Negro oppression-inhuman
poverty, lynch law, disfranchisement, Jim Crow segregation and
discrimination, denial of education, the sweeping violations of the
13th, 14th and 15th i\mendments, and the systematic violence of
the K u Klux Klan and the Government. This source of the oppression of the Negro people in the South is carried over into the
other areas of the country where the Negro people constitute a
national minority.
In waging the struggle for Negro rights and Negro equality on
all levels, our Party recognizes that the struggle of the Negro people
of the South, in the Black Belt area where they constitute a majority
of the population, is a struggle of a subject nation for freedom.
The first and most elementary expression of the attainment of
national liberation is the exercise of the right to self-rule, the
right to self-determination. This principle of national self-determination is recognized by all civilized nations. It is embodied in the
Charter of the United Nations.
The Government has tried to make you believe that the Communist Party puts forth as a pre-condition for the right to selfdetermination of the Negro people, the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the establishment of Socialism. In fact, the Government witnesses, Rosser and Matusow, attribute this false view to me.
It is a deliberate distortion of the paid informer to say that we
hold that national liberation of the Negro people cannot be secured
short of Socialism. The Marxist-Leninist teaching on the national
question states very specifically that it is possible for oppressed
nations, even in the epoch of imperialism, to achieve liberation
from oppression, to achieve free nationhood. Of course, we hold

that just as Socialism will abolish forever wars, crises, unemployment and the threat of fascism, so will it also establish the final
guarantee for the elimination of oppression of one nation by
another.

What National Liberation Will Mean
What will national liberation mean to the Negro people? It' will
mean in the first place the ending of economic peonage, &he final
It will mean, further, that the Negro people in the Black Belt
to the landless Negro tillers. Thus, the betrayed promise of Reconstruction-to allot 40 acres and a mule to the freed slaves-will
finally be fulfilled.
It wll mean, further, that the Negro people in the Black Belt
will come into their own through the achievement of selfgovernment-the fulfilment of majority rule, that which was begun
during Reconstruction and nipped in the bud by the Hayes-Tilden
betrayal in 1877. It would sweep out all present obstacles to the
full exercise of Negro citizenship, eliminate the poll tax, the
terror and violence against the Negro people at the polling booths~
and all restrictions on Negro electoral and governmental representation. And imagine sweeping Senator Eastland of Mississippi out of
office ana replacing him by a Negro! He would be a better Senator
than Senator Eastland, and I don't care if he was so backward
that all he did was to sit in his seat and keep Eastland out, it
would still be 'a bigger contribution to the American people than
Sen. Eastland.
It would realize the intent of the 13th, 14th and 15th Amend~
ments to the Constitution and launch a program of new legislative
provisions to extend and protect the new democratic gains of
national freedow. It would abolish all segregation and restrictions
in jobs and professions, in communities, dwellings, public places,
travel, health and education. It would make white chauvinism a
crime punishable by law; it would impose the death penalty on
lynchers; it would outlaw the Ku Klux Klan and all racist and
fascist terror gangs. It would launch a campaign of social reeducation among the white masses to eliminate all ideas and habits
of racism and chauvinism and self-styled white supremacy. It
would stimulate and encourage the unfolding of the rich cultural
powers of the Negro people.
The Communist Party does not and cannot ignore the day-to-
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day issues and needs involved in the struggle of the Negro people
for liberation. As in other areas, the Communists insist that
only by a constant and unremitting struggle for immediate gains
for the Negro people is the ultimate goal of national liberation
to be achieved. To this end the Party has consistently championed
the demands of the Negro people for equal rights in the economic,
social and political spheres of our national life.
A concentration point of this struggle is the fight, which is becoming more intensive over the years, for the federal legislation of a
Fair Employment Practices Act, with guarantees for its enforcement
in every state of the Union. The two parties of big business have
given the Negro people the run-around on this issue, as they have
on the question of halting the sabotaging filibuster of the Dixiecrats
in Congress. We, the Party whom the prosecution charges with
using and exploiting the issues of the Negro people, have carried
the fight for an FEPC into every state and city of our country,
into the trade unions and people's organizations, into every community where Communists live.
A high point in this struggle for equal rights is the fight for
Negro representation, which has gained momentum and scope
especially in the last few years. The Communist Party has devoted
its energies to advance the cause of Negro representation, and
itself, as you have already heard from Mr. Wright, set an example
in being the first political party in the United States to nominate
Negroes for national, state and municipal offices.
As Miss Flynn testified, I too ran for office three times on the
Communist Party ticket in the State of California. I have written
articles and spoken at meetings on the issue of Negro representation. Communists in trade unions and other mass organizations
have played a leading role in helping to nominate and winning
support for Negro candidates in the elections of 1952 on a more
extensive scale than ever before.

The Party of Negro and White
The struggle for Negro equality is not a question which affects
the Negro people alone. It is one which affects the conditions of life
of the whole Aemircan people. So long as the Negro people remain oppressed, so long also will the ruling class be able 00 depress
the standard of living of the working class as a whole. '
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To unite the Negro people and the labor movement around
the struggle for Negro rights, we Communists conduct an unremitting struggle against all influences of the virus of white
chauvinism in the ranks of the white masses. We carry this struggle
not only into our own Party but into the labor movement, the
peace organizations, the progressive movement in general, pointing out that the vitality, growth and further progress of the people's organizations demand the burning out of this evil. MarxismLeninism is in irreconcilable conflict with any connection to
white chauvinism.
The struggle for Negro equality and freedom is closely linked
with the struggle of the working class for emancipation from
capitalism. The advance of the working class in its day-to-day
struggle on economic issues and in building the democratic coalition against fascism and war demands close ties with the Negro
people.
Our Party, the Party of Negro and white, endeavors to imbue
the working class with the understanding of the imperative necessity for a strong and firm alliance of labor and the Negro people.
We stress that this alliance is mutually necessary and indispensable
in the struggle against the common enemy-Wall Street monopoly
capitalism-for the achievement of better living conditions today,
for Negro liberation and for the achievement of Socialism. . . .

VI. PERSPECTIVES FOR SOCALISM
IN THE U.S.A.
COURSE of my summation I raised with you a number
I NofTHE
questions about the theory of Marxism-Leninism, the dayto-day activities of the Communist Party, how we see the path to
Negro liberation and Negro freedom. This is the section I concluded on last night.
This morning I would like, in the remaining few minutes I
have, to deal with the path to Socialism in the United States, which
we call the American road to Socialism.
In the course of our defense, especially in the testimony of
Miss Flynn, we have repeatedly brought out the point that the
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working class of our country does not yet see Socialism as the
way out. We have stressed that the objective of Socialism does not
confront the United States as an issue today. At the same time,
as the party of Socialism, we strive in our day-to-day struggles to
make the working class conscious of the Socialist objective, and
of its role in society as the leader of all the people's forces which
capitalism oppresses.
The main issue of struggle today, as we have again and again
emphasized, is the fight for peace and democracy. Our Party devotes
all its energies toward mobilizing the people in a broad coalition
in the cause of peace, democracy, Negro rights and economic
security. The Government, however, has tried to set our declared
objective of Socialism as something totally apart from the day-today struggle, as though Socialism had no relationship to the needs
and basic aspirations of the common people, but would be imposed
upon the people with "force and violence" by a conspiratorial
group.
To show the idiocy of this contention, I propose to dwell at
some length on this entire question of how the Communist Party
views the perspective for Socialism in the United States.
Let me begin by saying that the Communist Party is not so
arrogant as to claim for itself the power to achieve Socialism and
then hand it on a silver platter to the people. Neither is our Party
so doctrinaire that it will presume to "blueprint" the precise and
exclusive way Socialism will be achieved in our country. The
Comlnunist Party has granite-like faith in the working class of our
country-that it will, in alliance with the Negro people and the
farming masses, strike out for itself on the path to Socialism. And
the path that the workers of our country will take toward Socialism will be determined by specific American conditions of struggle,
developing out of the specific experiences and traditions of the
American working class. ' It is in this sense that we speak of the
American road to Socialism.
l\{arxism-Leninism teaches that all countries will inevitably
achieve Socialism, but not all will achieve it in the same way. The
element of specific national characteristics is an important factor
in the transition of each nation to Socialism.
The perspective for Socialism in our country is not separate
from the day-to-day struggles, nor is it separate from the struggle
to prevent fascism and war. Only through the struggle for econo-
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mic security, for the preservation of democratic rights, for Negro
equality and freedom, and for the maintenance of world peace
will the working class of our country learn the necessity for Socialism. For, Socialism grows out of the cumulative struggles and
experiences of the working class, guided by the ideas of MarxismLeninism.

For a People's Front-For People's Democracy
How do we Communists foresee the possible path to Socialism?
Basing ourselves on existing conditions in our country today, we
envisage the possibility that the American working class and its
allies, will advance to Socialism through the stages ·o f people's
front and people's democracy. This perspective is an outgrowth
of the anti-fascist coalition policy which our Party has developed
for almost two decades.
The testimony we have presented in this trial shows that since
the mid-thirties, specifically since the Seventh Congress of the
Communist International held in 1935, two years after Hitler
came to power, our Party has made the attainment of a democratic
coalition against fascism and war its main direction. With the
advent of Nazi fascism, and the threat which that calamity meant
to the peoples of Europe, and indeed, of the world, there was
only one recourse for the people-and that was to build a mass
coalition-a people's front-uniting all to whom fascism spelt
a menace: the workers, farmers, the Negro people, small businessmen and professionals, youth, national minorities and women.
For it had become apparent that no single class or social group
could alone effectively stem the tide of fascism. Only a united
people can halt fascism.
It was with this realization that our Party urged all democratic
forces to rally in support of the progressive policies of President
Roosevelt and the New Deal program. To consolidate and give
organizational strength to the loose coalition that was developing
around President Roosevelt, we urged the formation of a broad
democratic front on a common program of struggle against the
economic royalists, the imperialist war plotters, the forces driving
toward fascism at home.
The Convention of July, 1945, which reconstituted the Commun ·st Party, declared in its Resolution that to prevent fascism

from coming to power in the United States, "It is essential to weld
together and consolidate the broadest coalition of all anti-fascist
and democratic forces as well as all other supporters of Roosevelt's
anti-Axis policies."
If any agreement was entered into at the 1945 convention, it
was the agreement to do everything humanly possible to convince
the American people that their united strength could, and, yes,
must, stop Wall Street's drive to fascism. We would not be able to
lift our heads with honor had we done less. For fascism means
deliberate organized violence against the people. It means concentration camps, terror and brutality-a Gestapo police-by whatever name it may be called. It means tearing to shreds the Constitution and the Bill of Rights, even if it is done in their name.
All of us know of Hitler's barbarism-the Buchenwalds, the
gas chambers, the crematoria. We were determined to save our
country from this fate. But we also knew that the people, they
alone, and not any single group or party, could win in this lifeand-death struggle of democracy in our country.
We held that view in 1945, as we do today, that the American
people must and can build a powerful coalition movement to defeat the maneuvers of the reactionary monopolies who would plunge
us into a new world war, and who would unleash fascism at home.
We urged that such a people's coalition work to elect a people's
front government aimed to curb the powers of the monopolies,
and dedicated to the promotion of the people's welfare, the preservation of peace, the maintenance and extension of democracy,
the guarantee of Negro equality. Such a people's front government would indeed fulfill the long-felt need of the American common man to free himself from the crushing weight of the big trusts.
Thus, we Communists advocated then, as we do today, the
election of a people's front government under the present Constitution. vVe think this is possible despite the growing danger of
fascism; in fact, it is a course aimed to safeguard our country from
the menace of fascism and new wars.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, as you see, we do advocate
a change in government today. We certainly do not deny this. But
what kind of a change in government do we propose? The change
we propose today is not a change to a Socialist government, but to
a people's front government. A people's front government would,
to be sure, be a new kind of government for our country because it
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would represent not the men of the trusts but the broad democratic people's forces and their organizations. It would be an antimonopoly, anti-fascist peace government operating within the
framework of capitalism. Its tasks, therefore, would not be the
elimination of capitalism and the establishment of Socialism. Its
program would be dedicated to the protection of the interests of
the working class and the masses of the people from the consequences of the deep-going crisis of capitalism, and the repressive
and reactionary policies of Big Business; its program would be
dedicated to peace, and democracy, to economic security and Negro
equality.
This people's front government, for which we work with all
our energies, is, as I stated, a government to be elected under the
provisions of our Constitution and the Bill of Rights. By what
stretch of the imagination, by what twisted logic, then, can the
prosecution contend that we Communists advocate and teach
the overthrow of the government of the United States by force
and violence? What government is the prosecution talking about?Is it conceivable that we would help elect a people's front government, in which the working class and our Party would participate,
and then turn around and advocate its violent overthrow? The
mere placing of this question shows how fantastic is the position
of the government.

People's Front Program-Step ping-Stone to Socialism
Our perspective for the election of a people's front government
is in line with our desire to see created favorable conditions for
the transition to Socialism in our country. As I pointed out to
you earlier, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, it has ever been
the wish and purpose of the Communists to seek ,out every possibility for a peaceful transition to Socialism. This remains the
position of our Party today, notwithstanding the prosecution's
attempt to prove the contrary. A people's front government in
achieving great democratic inroads at the expense of the power of
the monopolies would in our opinion open up possibilities whereby our people could advance toward Socialism under the most
favorable conditions.
A people's front government to consolidate its gains for the
people and in order to survive the heavy capitalist attacks to which
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it would be subjected, would be impelled to take ever-more basic
measures to prevent the sabotage and resistance of Big Business,
to undermine and destroy the stranglehold of the monopolies over
the life of our country. This would require the enactment of a
body of legislation on economic, social and political issues decisively favorable to the people and directed against the trusts. It
would require that the gains robbed from the working class by
ultra-reactionary legislation of the Taft-Hartley stripe be restored,
that a program of legislation to eliminate the economic insecurity
that has all too long been the fate of the workers and their families
be speedily enacted. It ""ould require that measures be adopted
to guarantee the economic, political and social equality of the
Negro people; to wipe out the policies and practices of violence,
Jim Crow segregation and discrimination; to abolish the poll tax
and other restrictions and limitations on the franchise; to gurantee
the enforcement of the 13th, 14th and 15th Amendments to our
Consti tu tion.
It would likewise require measures to put an end to the precarious existence of the farming masses in our country, guaranteeing,
land to the landless farmers, an end to sharecropping and peonage
and a halt to the robbery of the farmers by the landlords, banks
and insurance companies.
Such a people's front government, on pain of being crushed
by fascist reaction, by the organized violence of the big trusts, would
have to start the process of sweeping out the representatives and
henchmen of monopoly capital from the governmental apparatus
and expand the democratic processes in our country by drawing
into the government and administrative bodies, represent~tives
of the people and their organizations. In like manner it would
find itself compelled to begin the process of cleansing the fascist
brass hats from he armed forces and the police apparatus, and
to reform the judiciary to meet the needs of the people.
Since such a people's front government would be a government
dedicated to ~he maintenance of peace and friendship with other
peoples and nations, it would adopt a foreign policy that would
help to resolve international questions by peaceful agreement, restore FDR's policy of friendship and collaboration with the Soviet
Union, and expand world trade relations to the benefit of all
peoples concerned.
The election of such a people's front government would be
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confronted with the organized OppOSItIOn and resistance of the
men of Wall Street, who would do all in their power to thwart the
will of the people.
The danger of violence is always present from the side of
the capitalist claass. History, past and present, has amply shown
that the capitalist class will not surrender its dictatorship over
the exploited masses voluntarily, but that it would, like all other
reactionary classes in history, resort to the foulest and most violent
means to keep itself on the backs of the people. Violence, if it takes
place, will come not from the people but from the reactionaries,
from the powers of Wall Street. A people's front government,
if it is to realize its objective, must, from the very beginning, be
on the alert to this peril, and create the necessary conditions to
thwart and defeat all attempts at violence by the capitalist class.
It is our supreme conviction that the 60 million workers together
with the millions of the Negro people, the rural poor, the professionals-the overwhelming majority of our people-can, if they
are united, be strong enough to check and defeat the organized
violence of the monopolists.

The Working Class-Leader of the People's Front
Clearly, such a people's front government, to achieve its historic
objective, would more and more come to be led by the organized
forces of labor and embrace the millions of the Negro people.
The working class would rapidly advance to leadership, with those
seven-league strides which Frederick Engels long ago predicted
the American working class would take, once it began moving.
And with it would grow the influence, authority and leadership
of the Communist Party. A people's front government would thus
greatly strengthen the democratic participation and power of
the working class in alliance with the Negro people, the farming
masses, the professionals, with all who labor by hand and brain-in
fact, the overwhelming majority of the people.
And in the struggle to fulfill the tasks of the people's front
government, the people would learn that further progress can be
attained only through the socialist transformation of society.
The democratic achievements of the people's front government,
secured in struggle against the sabotage and resistance of monopoly
capitalism, the strength of the people's forces, their growing under60

standing of the need for Socialism, would, we believe, open up the
possibilities for a relatively peaceful transition to Socialism through
a people's democracy.
The rise of a people's democracy would signify that the forces
of the people, led , by the working class, had won a decisive victory
over monopoly capitalism. It would signify that a government,
had come to power dedicated to the abolition of capitalist exploitation and oppression and the organization of the new socialist society
-a Socialist America.
That would be an America in which the working class, emanci. .
pated from, wage slavery, would at last become master in th~ land
which it had built ' with its own hands.
That would be an America, where recurring depressions, constant insecurity, joblessness, hungering families" evictions-all the
evils coming from the exploitation of man by man would be
abolished forever. '
,
Tha,t would be an America where a planned and orderly system~
based on the social ownership of the means of production, ,would
provide a life of plenty for all.
'
That would be an America freed of the threat, of wars 'a nd of
the fascist menace to the people's liberties, an America freed of
racial and national oppression, and in which the Negro people,
fully liberated, would at last attain complete equality , on all
levels.
That would be an America in which the youth and the 'children
can look forward to a future of economic security, peace and hap.
piness, with the full opportunity for each to pursue his or her
chosen walk of life.
That would be an America in which the people will not be
shut out from the benefits of the sciences and the arts, but would
truly come into their own as enjoyers and creators of a people's.
culture.
That would be an America living in friendship and brother..
hood with the nations and states of both hemispheres, benefiting
from, and contributing to, social progress on a world scale.
This perspective for a Socialist America which we visualize
and for which we work is based on the teachings of Marxism~
Leninism, on the application of these principles to the period In
which we live and to the specific conditions in our country.
I
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CONCLUSION
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, we can only present to
you what we stand for. We cannot assume responsibility for others.
We certainly cannot be held responsible for the force and violence
plotted by the men of the trusts. We can only assume responsibility
for what we advocate, the direction in which we seek to lead the
American people....
Now, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, as I draw to a close
just let me briefly go over- the evidence which the Government
has pre-sented, or, I should say, so-called evidence that the Government has presented against me.
First, you saw a man here by the name of Lou Rosser, who
testified that in 1933 I had spoken about the overthrow of the
Government of the United States. Mind you, this Lou Rosser,
who testified to this, remembered exactly the words I used in 1933.
In 1934 he also had me speaking about sending him to the MarxistLeninist Institute. He remembered exactly what I said at that time.
But the same Lou Rosser could not remember the woman whom
he married which took place many years after these so-called
speeches.
Another thhing.: according to this gentleman, in 1944 I said
something to the effect that the Communist Party was being dissolved as a temporary tactic so as to make it possible to help the
Soviet Union. The Nazis were at the gates of Moscow.
Now, we showed right before your eyes, Ladies and Gentlemen,
that in the period under discussion by Rosser, the Red Army was
chasing the Nazis so fast out of the Soviet Union that it wasn't
funny. But Lou Rosser tells you that I made a speech in 1944. Is
it possible to believe such nonsense when we showed you right out
of the copy of the W orld A lmanac that Lou Rosser was lying?
Well, this is the type of evidence presented. But isn't it paradoxical that Lou Rosser did not say one word abou t anything I was
u pposed to do? N or did the prosecution ask him.
I II tell you why it is paradoxical. Because from 1938 through
1942 I was the chairman of the County Committee of the Communist Party in Los Angeles and made many reports. Why weren't
they br ought here? Because no such fantastic talk about overthrowing the Government of the United States ever came from me
in or out of the presence of Lou ·Rosser.

And may I say this is paradoxical from still another angle. It is
public knowledge that in 1933 I was learning to read and write.
Imagine if you can my making such a speech as that under those
conditions.
And so you have a Rosser that makes this kind of nonsensical
testimony, the same Rosser who couldn't remember the woman he
married, who couldn't remember where he had lived, who couldn't
remember that 1941-1942 was the period when the Nazi army was at
the gates of Moscow, and not 1944.
According to the prosecution's memorandum that I have before
me, I am guilty because I attended the 1948 convention. But what
did I do at that convention? The record is silent. According to the
prosecution, I became secretary of the Negro Commission in 1948.
Well, I told you that. I told you that. Miss Flynn told you that.
But what kind of guilt is that?
Now, the witness Matusow-this specimen-was ·b rought before
you twice-twice, Ladies and Gentlemen. He was shown to be a
perjurer. He was shown to be a plagiarizer. He was shown to be a
pathological liar. His testimony is that I made a speech in 1948
in which I said in words or in substance, that we had to violently
overthrow the bourgeoisie in order to set up a Negro nation.
Well, I have looked in the mirror a lot of times to see if I
looked crazy to myself. But I tell you, if I or any other Communist would attempt to set up a nation, then we should be sent to
the insane asylum and not to jail. Nations cannot be "set up."
Either a nation grows and evolves out of an historical process and
conditions or a nation does not exist. How can you "set up" nations? But this is what I am supposed to have said. This is th"e
"testimony."
Then, there is one last thing that I just want to mention-oh,
yes, two more things. I am supposed to have made a statement
in Washington, D. C.-the $25,ooo-witness from Washington, D. C.
testified to this-that all white people should get rid of white
chauvinism! W ell, white chauvinism means white supremacy. Is
it a crime that all white Communists should get rid of that? Is it a
crime, I ask you? The prosecution seems to think it is.
Take the testimony of Lautner-I am just touching those who
testified specifically against me; the others have been dealt with,
and I will not take up your time to go into that. Well, I am supposed to h ave conferred with Lautner, mind you, at Lautner's re-

quest-had lunch with him. Lautner, according to him, discussed
with me the question of the underground-the so-called triangle
which you saw on the chart-and that I told him that the integration of Negro cadres into leadership was not an organizational but
a political question. Is that wrong? Again, I ask you to look at
the prosecution's table. Is it merely an administrative organizational question that there is no Negro attorney there? I don't think
so. I think it is deeply poli~ical. ...
Let me say here, in closing, that we have been here a long time.
We have had a lot of testimony here and there have been many
exhibits read before you. Let me urge upon you what all counsel
and my colleague, Miss Flynn, urged upon you, and that is-you
have a very serious, a very difficult job-make no mistake about it
-and that is, to rise above hysteria and prejudice. This is not a
simple job, nor should you think it is a simple one. In your deliberations, if you are to base yourself on whether or not we .are
Communists, you wouldn't have to leave your seats, because that·
we are. If you are to base yourselves on ideas that we have participated in the activities, the affairs of the Communist Party, you
also would not have to leave your seats. That we did, too, and we
have not denied that.
Or, if you were to base yourselves on the idea that we stand for
Socialism in this country, you would not have to leave your seats,
either. That we have not denied.
~ .~ut.if you base yourselves on the evidence brought to you by
informers and stoolpigeons, then I don't think there would be much
doubt of the type of verdict you will arrive at. I urge you to
weigh carefully the evidence and bring in a verdict of "Not Guilty,"
not only for myself but for all of the defendants. We are guilty only
of fighting for peace, for democracy, for Socialism. If that is a
crime, then we are guilty. We are guilty of no conspiracy.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Jury, as a non-lawyer I did my
best to present to you our views-what we studied, how we interpreted events, how we applied the theory of Marxism-Leninism.
I presented this in as direct a manner as I knew how. So it is up
to you. Ladies and Gentlemen, I am finished.
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